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CAPITALIST-SOCIALIST EMULATION 
And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


™ 


The idea behind laissez-faire capitalism was that through competition the goods 
of life would be available to the people of the world in the greatest possible quantity 
vat the lowest possible cost. If the world had been one single piece of land and one 
single nation this idea might have worked, at least for a time; but even for that time 
_ it could only have worked while it was possible to maintain the conditions of true 
competition. 
But competition within the nation was confronted by competition between 
“nations which developed when economic colonies or producers of raw material 
aspired to become machine producers and to work up their own raw material. 
Second, since the way to beat a competitor is to out-rationalize his production 
methods, competition leads to monopoly as naturally as an acorn grows into an 
oak, or if not to monopoly then to cartels. 
a International cartelist economy is analogous to a certain kind of international 
political order. If followed through to its ultimate conclusion, this order would of 
necessity be an order of paralysis or death. Why? 

Cartelism was once viewed with some hope by certain liberal statesmen. Dr. 
Sti esemann, the foreign minister of the German Second Reich, said with pee to 


ay eas ety ‘ Si sti ote we trarie 


the Entente Internationale de l’ Acier, “I regard the conclusion of the internationa 


steel cartel as a landmark of international economic policy. .. . I welcome this — 
agreement though clearly realizing the dangers which it implies in the fact of the ~ 


concentration of such great economic power in a few private hands. It has been the — 
objective of my life to realize in the political field what has been accomplished i in = 


- economics by this pact . . . the most valuable point in the steel pact in my opinion 


is its tendency to Geeirae sincerely international . . . it is to be hoped that before © 


long it will be generally recognized that friendly cooperation is sounder than un- 
’ limited competition in the economic field also.”” Even Dr. Hilferding, the famous 
Socialist, regarded this pact with approval saying that the Communists were anti- 
Marxist. (Ervin Hexner, The International Steel Cartel, p. 223.) 

_ The German steel industrialists were quite reactionary and had little use for 
the democratic Weimar government. Some elements in German steel (Thyssen 
and others) actually supported Hitler. Yet although German steel supported Hitler 
and British steel made a deal with German steel which was probably contrived in 
such a way as to help Hitler, nevertheless the basic truth about cartels is that they 
tend towards internationalism rather than towards nationalism. But equally basic 
is the fact that cartel internationalism tends to be the internationalism of a frozen 
or paralyzed economy. 

Many good people think that the only answer to the cartel is to break it up and 
in some miraculous way to induce competition. But you couldn’t break up a cartel 
any more than a jealous husband can control the glances of his wife’s eyes. Cartels 
may be merely conversations held in a crowded hotel lobby or in a yacht far out to 
sea. They may not even be reduced to writing. And how can you induce competi- 
tion among businessmen who are too tired to compete any more? 

What should we say however of those members of cartels who claim that they 
desire the fullest possible production? Some of them told Henry Wallace a year or 
so ago that they wanted to expand production rather than to restrict it. Should we 
take these “good”’ cartelists at face value? Can it be possible that they mean what 
they say? Can it be possible that there is even a whole school of thought among 
big businessmen (and practically all b/g businessmen belong to cartels) which 
honestly believes that private business wants to produce and distribute the goods of 
life on a vaster scale than ever before in history? Yes, it is possible! And the 
motive for this unwonted ambition could be the fact that Western private economy 
must compete in the eyes of the world with the public economy of Soviet Russia. 

It would in fact be quite realistic on the part of this new school of 
cartelists among whom we may presume is the Secretary of State, Mr. Stettinius, and 
his aide, Mr. Rockefeller. It is likely that Mr. Roosevelt has accepted the word of 
these gentlemen to the effect that American economy (which after all zs big private 
business economy and nothing else but big private business economy) will accom- 
modate itself to this new form of competition concerning which we may use the 
term used in the Soviet itself: emulation. 

Let us repeat what we said about Teheran last summer (THE PROTESTANT, 
Vol. V, No. 10): ‘There is a sense in which the central conflict of this war was 
tallied and decided around the conference tables of Teheran. For it was there that 
the capitalist empires recognized the strength of socialism and made the decision 
not to continue their war against it. And it was there that socialism decided not to 
counter the characteristic action of the non-socialist powers in certain portions: of 
the globe.” Witness now Stalin’s reticence in the Greek affair. 

To continue the quotation: ‘“Teheran was not another Hitler-Stalin pact, with 


Roosevelt-Churchill taking the place of Hitler. It was far less tentative and vastly — 
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I fal caching than that. ee ees are Clr Both pacts were made by 
socialism in the face of a certain danger. Neither could have been avoided. One 
_ postponed the German attack on Russia. The other may possibly spell the end of 
the era of anti-socialist wars on a world-scale. ... It remains for the peoples of the 
world to see to it that these possibilities (and aot other quite different and dire 
_ possibilities) ate realized. We shall not win this by pretending that the cartels 
have shifted from an economy of restriction to an economy of abundance. If we 
must appease the cartels let us do it on the basis of the yes and no in the actual 
situation, realizing clearly why we do what we do.” The cartels’ recent direct 
_ invasion of the State Department is a case in point. 
In a later issue (Vol. V, No. 12) we referred again to the same subject: 
_ “America is the greatest industrial nation on earth. Britain is a great common- 
wealth of nations and Russia is the greatest land power.. The three together present 
- unchallengeable might. In international politics there can be no doubt that Russia 
_ is today the greatest moral power in the world. She has proved this beyond a 
shadow of a doubt during the past decade. Not that she has never compromised 
_ with evil, but when she compromised it was with the evil of Britain and America 
_ that she compromised. It was not Russia but it was Britain and America which held 
_ Spain down while the Pope’s twin “‘hammers of God”’ beat her face in. It was not 
_ Russia but it was Britain and America who eased the way of the Japanese war lord 
in his rape of China. It was Russia which broke the back of the Wehrmacht and it 
_ may be Russia which will break the back of the Japanese war lord now dominant 
_ throughout China. This is not to disparage the great deeds performed by British 
-and American arms, but these deeds were in the nature of major holding operations 
and in the supplying of materials of war rather than in the actual coming to grips 
_ and matching strength with the enemy at his greatest strength and beating that 
enemy. Between War I and War II the world has been very busy either attacking 
_ of preparing attacks upon the Soviet Union. At Teheran the physical might of the 
_ Soviet Union caught up with her moral might, and, more important, the world 
realized and admitted it. Roosevelt and Churchill proved their great statesmanship 
by measuring up to the logic of the situation.” 
. This did not mean that capitalism was ready to bow off the stage of history. 
Capitalism is still very much alive, but it is no longer the capitalism we grew up 
with. It is a new capitalism, matured, less reckless, conscious of a strength com- 
mensurate with the strength of empires, ready to embark directly on the business of 
empire for itself. This new cartel capitalism will be controlled from this hemi- 
sphere, particularly the United States. 
: 
i 
’ 
; 


We should not deceive ourselves about this. There is a difference of opinion 
within big business itself. There are still those reckless elements which want to 
continue the war indefinitely and turn it against Russia. But these elements are at 
present outweighed by the group which wants at least an interim of peace, during 
which there will be a trial of economic strength, a competition in raising the 
standards of living between the capitalist and socialist economies. The curtain rises 
on the Stettinian-Stalin era of capitalist-socialist emulation. 


i 


PAPAL "DEMOCRACY" 


3 If the Pope’s Christmas message of 1944 had come out for democracy as the 
_ American press said it did, this would have been one of the most important state- 
ments in the history of the Church and one of the most important events of this 
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century. It would have been a reversal of its whole tradition. It would have been — : 
a revocation of the anathema against toleration which has been repeated innumer- 


able times since Constantine. The Christmas message really reiterates quite force- 
fully Rome’s traditional position; but, since democracy appears to be gaining in 
certain quarters of the earth not long ago considered lost to it, and since the Church 
_ will have to deal with this new and quite unexpected democratic ascendancy, there- 
fore the Pope, instead of attacking democracy redefines it in such a way that it will 
be adapted to the uses of the Church. 

First, he defines the men who live under democracy, and second, he defines the 
men who rule in a democracy. 

There are two ideas, he says, with regard to the citizens of a democracy. One 
may look on them as a real people with an organic unity, a life of their own, or one 
may look on them as an inert shapeless multitude (the masses). “The people lives 
and moves by its own life energy. The masses are inert of themselves and can only 
be moved from outside.” Within the same state there is such a thing as “‘the 
people.” There is also a thing called ‘‘the masses.” He emphasizes his contempt 
for the masses by calling them “‘inert’’ and the enemy of democracy. “The masses 
—as we have just defined them—are the capital enemy of true democracy and of its 
ideal of liberty and equality.” 

On the other hand, “In a people worthy of the name all inequalities based not 
on whim but on the nature of things, inequalities of culture, possessions, social 
standing . . . do not constitute any obstacle to the existence and the prevalence of a 
true spirit of union and brotherhood.’ Some of our readers may recall the papal 
encyclical to the American hierarchy four years ago quoted in this magazine (Vol. 
Il, No. 2; p. 6), which said, “The history of every age teaches that there were 
always rich and poor; that it will always be so we may gather from the unchanging 
tenor of human destinies.’ We commented at that time that it was sad that a 
religion of faith could spare no faith for those who dare to build a new earth. 

~ The Pope goes on to speak about the “‘leaders’’ in a democratic state. Strangely, 
or perhaps not strangely, he is not precise as to whether these leaders are to be 
elected by a majority of the “‘inert’’ masses of the common people or are to be the 
result of inequalities based “‘on the nature of things.’ He speaks of something he 
calls “the absolute order of beings and purposes.” This absolute order includes 
various items, the state among others, “as a necessary society endowed with author- 
ity.” Within this absolute order and on the authority of God (whose sole vice- 
regent on earth he is) are established the individual and the state. These have their 
respective rights and duties towards this “God” without whom they would fall to 
pieces and be destroyed. This is the point (and it is a very sharp point) of the 
Pope’s definition of democracy. This is the point which commentators in obedience 
to the unwritten law of the American press have neglected to examine. Yet this 
point (apparently so innocent) is aimed straight at the heart of American democ- 
racy or of any democracy worthy of the name. To quote further, ‘‘and since that ab- 
solute order, in the light of right reason, and in particular of the Christian Faith, 
cannot have any other origin than in a personal God, our Creator, it follows that the 
dignity of man is the dignity of the moral community willed by God, the dignity of 
political authority is the dignity deriving from its sharing in the authority of God. 
No form of state can avoid taking cognizance of this intimate and indissoluble con- 
nection—least of all a democracy.” The phrase “‘least of all a democracy” is inter- 
esting. Why least of all? Could it be that a democracy has greater need of “God,” 
a greater dependence upon ‘‘this intimate and indissoluble connection” than, say, 
an absolute monarchy. In the case of a monarchy the problem of “God” or his 
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ma Pajiites. 
_ What a spectacle, says His Holiness, “is that of a democratic state left to the 
_ whims of the masses.” Not a pleasant spectacle, we must admit, to those who 
_ haunt the tombs of the past and who refuse to face the sunlit future with these 
masses in whose whims may be heard the whisper of the will of God. In an amaz- 
ing passage which is a gruesome parody of the Marxian critique of capitalistic 
| democracy he speaks of “the more or less numerous exploiters, who have known 
| how to use the power of money and of organization, in order to secure a privileged 
| position above the others and have gained power.” Thus dishonestly he uses an 
honest critique of democracy which was made in the interest of a more thorough-. 
going democracy, and uses it in the interest of a devitalized or Fascist ‘‘democracy.”’ 


When one burrows through all the verbiage, fold upon fold of musty rhetoric, 
one suddenly realizes that what the Pope is actually doing is making a spiritual 
_ move to America. The papacy says farewell to the old world and hails the new. 
_ Not meaning that he will necessarily move to Washington or Quebec or Rio de 
_ Janeiro. It is not his physical arrival which is important but that spiritually he has 
_ arrived and he is taking over the premises. This Christmas message is notice to 
_ America that if need be the papacy will be ready to turn its back on its concordats 
with Fascist Europe and will welcome a concordat with an American democracy 
redefined in terms acceptable to its own traditions. The hypnotic dream quality of 
our present condition, in which this stupendous event is taking place before our 
very eyes without our being aware of it, cannot be better exemplified than by the 
_ fact that without exception, our democratic press headlines with approval this 
_ message of a foreign potentate which mocks everything it is supposed to stand for. 


Fe ee 


Our Democracy Must Conform to Rome 


“A sound democtacy ... will resolutely turn its back on such corruption as 
gives to the state legislature an unchecked and unlimited power, and, moreover, 
__ makes of the democratic regime, notwithstanding an outward show to the contrary, 

purely and simply a form of absolutism.’’ This absolutism consists ‘‘in the false 
principle that the authority of the state is unlimited and that any phase of it—even 
when it gives free rein to its despotic aims, going beyond the confines between 
good and evil—to appeal to a higher law obliging in conscience is not admitted.” 
This ‘higher law” is of course the ‘“‘absolute order set up by the Creator and placed 
in a new light by the revelation of the Gospel.” All laws of all states, democratic 
or otherwise, must conform to the higher law which is entrusted to the Roman 
Catholic Church. In other words democracy will be permitted provided it conforms 
to canon law and executes the will of God’s vicar. 


After placing democracy definitely within the framework of Catholic hege- 
mony, the Pope goes on to place any possible organization for peace within the 
_ same framework. Having for 1,500 years entrusted the protection of this frame- 
_ work to absolute monarchies, and having during the past few decades entrusted it 
to that quintessence of absolutism which goes under the name of Fascism, the Pope 
must needs call upon every reserve of his rhetorical skill in order to transfer this 
duty to the democracies. How does he manage it? First, the war itself, which is in 
one sense the papacy’s own war and out of which it had hoped to gain a new lease 
_ on life, His Holiness reduces through rhetorical device into a gigantic accident. 
_ The device is to build up the horrible aspects of the war to make the reader forget 
_that if the war is a monstrous evil on the part of the aggressors it is all the more a 
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"valiant and courageous struggle for good on the part of the resistance forces of the. 
“inert” masses. Thus the Pope’s hypocritical anguish hides with the least awkward- 
‘ness possible the brutal fact that he, self-styled arbiter of morality on this earth, : 

~ actually relegates to the same category of naughty children the Nazi beast and his 
_ terrorized and tortured prey. Papal ‘‘neutrality” in this war is not only a fiction 
covering up a partisanship of evil but insofar as it is technically factual it is a per- 
fect pattern of the devilish pragmatism which he pretends to condemn. The Holy 

_ Father reaches a low point indeed when he speaks of the cry which comes from 
the manger of Bethlehem and which “resounds in the ear of men at a time when 
the dignity (of man) is tragically low.” The dignity of man was never higher in 
the history of the world that it is at the present moment and during the entire 
period of this conflict. Never before have so many men resisted tyranny with such 
high valor, with such mutual forgiveness and understanding, with higher hope or 
with greater promise for a world of brotherhood. This new world is entering into 
being to the tread of the armies of the united anti-Fascist nations and of the _ 
partisan resistance forces in Europe and in Asia and of the vast multitudes of the 
common people everywhere who know that their time has come, that time foreseen 
of old when to righteousness and mercy would be added power and glory. 


RECOGNIZE LUBLIN 


We believe the time has come to make a statement on the Polish question. It is 
generally agreed that Poland must be independent. But some of those who wish 
Poland to be independent also wish Poland to remain, as she was before the war, a 
bastion of reaction in Europe. Others of those who wish Poland to be independent 
also wish Poland to join the modern world, to give her landed estates to the 
peasants, to introduce democracy, modern education and freedom of religion. 

Those who wish Poland to stay in the past are the same people who preferred 
playing ball with the Nazis to permitting Soviet troops onto their soil and whose 
London exile government has learned nothing fromthe purgatory into which the 
Nazis have plunged the Polish people. 

The so-called government in London is composed of bankrupt politicians whose 
only claim to the status of a legitimate government is based on an illegitimate docu- 
ment, the semi-Fascist constitution of 1935 which was enacted through a violation 
of the then prevailing laws. This “government’’ doesn’t even represent the political 
forces in Poland just before the war, let alone those forces as they are today. Its 
record is one of continuous intrigue against the best interest of the Polish people, 
against the unity of the United Nations, and for the sole benefit of a handful of 
feudal magnates and their Fascist hangers-on. . 

Since the London tragi-comedy has broken up into the farce a la Arciszewski it 

~ now becomes obvious to all whose eyes are in the front of their heads that the 
_ Polish people, in large majority people of the land, will entrust their welfare to 

_ the hands of the Polish Committee of- National Liberation in Lublin. This Com- 
mittee is composed of leaders of the resistance who are also the honest leaders of - 
_ the Peasant and Socialist parties, three Communists, a conservative Zionist and 
several representatives of middle-class groups. What) distinguishes it from the 
London group is that there are no Fascists in it. They have enacted long overdue 
land reform, encouraged private enterprise, restored democratic institutions. These 


are among the reasons Lublin is gaining the respect and confidence of the whole 
forward-looking world. 
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a aie alent caoee AWaler ee conditions the stronger Poland is, the 
~ better. Germany has forfeited her title to material power for an indefinite period 
4 and some of her power may well be transferred to a Poland which will use it 
constructively. 

_ Widely propagated at the present time is a plan for a Federation of Catholic 
g Bates 4 in Europe under the moral control of the Vatican. Young Prince Otto of 
_ Austria, old Prince Rupprecht of Bavaria and other pretenders are powdering their 
__wigs in anticipation of their occupancy of European thrones. Under ultramontanist 
| coaching they have learned their lines and are ready to do their part. These 
_ “Catholic monarchies” would be neither monarchies nor Catholic. They would be 
a thin facade for a solidly cartelized economy. The people would see through 
_ them. From every point of view these plans are empty dreams of the past. The 
‘Poland of the new Europe will have none of them. Munich-and-after has taught 
__ the non-German states of Europe, especially those not contiguous to the Atlantic 
Ocean, that their security is bound up with a genuinely friendly relation with 
Russia. Their North-South lines as buffer states must be replaced with East-West 
‘lines as friendly states. This is basic in the Europe-to-come. 

We would like to see the Eastern border of Poland correspond approximately © 
to a modified Curzon Line. Uncomfortable minorities should be free to move to 
either side of the new frontier. On the West we believe the Polish people should 
be permitted to take back those lands in the southern and western parts of East 
Prussia, most of Silesia and Pomerania, which were once wrested from the Poles 
by the Germans. The next time the Germans conquer the Poles they may well 
_ exterminate them as this time they have the Jews. Therefore, the importance of a 
_ strong Poland in a defensive alliance with the Soviet Union. 

The exact border on the West should be left largely to the decision of a demo- 

cratically reconstituted Poland. 

The important decision which the democratic peoples of the world must im- 
press upon their governments concerns the nature of the new Poland rather than its 
boundaries. The fact that Churchill has so long entertained a “government” based 
on a semi-Fascist constitution should show the people of the world that their 
leadership must be more closely watched as the war against the Nazis draws to a 
close. This calls for stern effort on the part of the peoples in Britain and America, 

_ effort which they have not yet undertaken in any effective degtee. 

The new Europe is striving to be born and Poland is a crucial part of that new 
Europe. Poland, the heart of Europe, must not remain a core of reaction and a- 
cause for future wars. We are sure that the American and British people, including 
those of Polish extraction, are at one with us in our fervent hope for the rise of a 
new Poland, greater than ever because integrated with the modern world. May the 
American and British governments recognize the Lublin National Committee. of 

_ Liberation now that it has been established as the provisional government of 
_ liberated Poland. 
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GREECE AND TEHERAN 


There can be no doubt that Prime Minister Churchill and the Foreign Office - 
which he serves are worried lest Greece be lost to British influence. This is plain 

_ from his speeches in parliament as well as from his taking the awful moral hazard 

_ of bombing Athens, not to speak of strafing the Greek resistance forces. But also 
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Aye can be little doube that Churchill felt he was. backed up by R Roosevelt an 
Stalin in this exhibition of ‘firmness.’ The Greek business must be laid on the 
shoulders of the Big Three. There is no use making a scapegoat out of Churchill. — 
Certainly he is straining the Teheran accord to the breaking point, but he won't 
break Teheran. Churchill is a realist. He will fight hard to retain Greece within — 
the imperial orbit of Britain. But he will yield at the moment when he finds that 
he can no longer make the Foreign Office policy presentable to parliament and : 
‘people. That time is approaching fast. Some form of real democracy will be — 
achieved by the people of Greece. 

Greece is by way of being a school just as Poland is a school where the world 
will learn that the people are not to be easily cheated of the fruits of their victory 
after this war. In Greece the semblance of World War III is previewed and even 
the hardened tory audience of Westminster finds it hard to take. 

Teheran set the condition in which War III might not take place. But Teheran 
did not promise any cessation to the rivalry between socialism and capitalism for 
the affection of men. That struggle was to be taken out of the area of military wars 
of extermination and transferred to the area of emulation where each system would 
help itself to the good points of its rival. That was the exciting promise of Teheran. 
The battle in Greece, which is in the no man’s land between the Russian cultural 
sphere and the British-American spheres, could be the first battle in World War 
III. But Stalin’s silence, Stettinius’ gentle warning, and Churchill’s anxious flight 
to Athens, all prevent that eventuality. This is a moral struggle which will be won 
by the British people. It is stupid hypoctisy on the part of American liberals to 
single out Churchill as the villain of the piece. Greece cannot be separated from 
Italy (where we saved the face of the pro-Fascist Pope) or from France (where 
we opposed de Gaulle). Our hands are no cleaner than Churchill's. Some of our 
cartels bet on a Hitler victory and still bet on the emergence from the war unharmed 
of those European cartels which prepared the way for Hitler I and wish to prepare 
‘the way for Hitler II. ; 


THREE POWER UNITY 
Editorial by HEWLETT JOHNSON 


— 


Upon the right relationships of the USSR, England and the USA depends the 
future weal of the world. Without mutual understanding and resolute action, 
however, a troubled present will lead to a warfare more horrible than this one: the 
V-weapons are portents. 

Inasmuch as England and Russia are both parts of Europe, their interests are 
bound to be closer. England must understand Russia better and must act more 
- cautiously and wisely towards the USSR. 

On the other hand England has a common heritage with the USA which Russia 
lacks. England is in a unique position to act as intermediary between the two. 

The Gifts of the Three 

England has given to the world as fine a gift as any nation ever gave to other 
peoples; the gift which takes the burden off the back of man and puts it on the 
back of steel, that potentially removes want and gives to each a life of creative cul- 
ture and creative activity. A thousand years of peace from external attack, a mil- 
lennium when men built schools and founded universities, provided that chain of 
learning which alone could produce scientific thought. A land of hard-won free- 
dom developed men who dared to think and express their thought, men of skilled 
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: craftsmanship and®great organizing ability. These things combined to give to the 


world the industrial productive machine. 

The USA, free from the stiffening feudalistic and ecclesiastical fetters of 17th 
and 18th century England and reinforced by the influx of adventurous settlers from 
all countries of old Europe, seizing upon the industrial productive machine, made 


giant strides in its augmentation and perfection by its skill in mass production and 


huge scale enterprise. 

Then comes Russia, with her gift. Russia has humanized, moralized and Chris- 
tianized the industrial productive machine. Asking the simple question, ““What is 
it for? For what purpose should things be made?” She has given the only moral 
answer. ‘We take the machine,” she said, ‘and maximize the output, in order to 
give the maximum of well-being to every man, woman and child.” 

Russia, utilizing the machine in a planned economy, where community produc- 
tion for community consumption is the ruling principle, gives, as with that prin- 
ciple and with that principle alone she is able to give, certain substantial rights 
which minister immeasurably to human well-being—the right to work at adequate 
pay with constantly rising wages and falling prices as science—welcomed and en- 
couraged—makes processes cheaper; the right to education up to an advanced age, 
free and equal and to children of all nationalities; the right to health, with medical 
aid freely available to all; the right to full security in sickness, incapacity and old age. 

Thus the industrial productive machine which we produced and which the USA 
perfected, Russia has moralized; and by that moralization has acquired the strength 
to tear, in Churchill’s expressive phrase, ‘‘the guts out of Germany’s war machine.” 


England Awakens To Russia's Gift 


A new civilization has begun in Russia as the result of this moralization and 
England is slowly awakening to the realization of what Russia has done. The mis- 
information and misunderstanding of twenty-five years is slowly going among the 


‘working masses of the people. Important and powerful sections understand but, 


entrenched in privilege, dislike what they see and strain every nerve to hide the 
knowledge of the truth and blacken the record of Russia. 

Yet despite all reactionary tendencies the knowledge of Russia advances and 
appreciation of Russia grows. I am in some position to know this. Holding 
crowded meetings throughout the whole land, literally from Penzance to Aberdeen 
and from Belfort to Dover, I see audiences of all types, classes and sizes. Two to 
three thousand people will pay for admission and then listen without a stir for 70 
or 80 minutes to the tale of Russia’s new civilization. They realize that they have 
been misinformed in the past; told that communist Russia was inefficient, her pre- 
cision machinery tied up with string and wire; her air force (Lindbergh said it in 
the most responsible circles here on the eve of Munich) negligible and her people 
longing to break an intolerable tyranny. 

The course of the war has exploded the lies. The people see Russia strong and 
united. 


Ecclesiastical Anti-Sovietism 


The forces of reaction here are powerful and, most tragically, have strong allies 
within the churches, The Anglican Church is far from guiltless, and a wide-spread 
“other-worldly”” outlook, which has a peculiar attraction for many who enjoy all 
the worldly comforts of a privileged class, make certain powerful sections of the 
community ignore the spiritual and moral aspects of Russia’s new order and disown 


it as “‘merely humanitarian.” 
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The Roman Church—the truth must be said, whatever charge of sectarian bias 
should result—is bitterly and actively hostile to the new order. I have seen this — 
hostility at close quarters. I see it now, as I saw it in Spain, where the duplicity 
which accompanied it so horrified me that my former pleasure of joining in wor- 
ship in Roman Catholic churches from Spain to Finland has gone. My position as 
Dean of Canterbury enables me even more extensively to see how serious a menace 
all this is to the future good understanding between my country and the USSR. 

There are times when critical things must be said of sections of my own and 
other religious institutions. Churches have vested interests, and these must not be 
allowed to hinder the growth of the three-power unity. : 


Much To Learn 


That unity will only grow through understanding. Each of the three great 
powers has much to learn, just as each has much to teach and give. : 

My own country, through long experience and many failures has gained skill in 
bridging gulfs and composing differences of outlook. That helps to define her task 
today. 

But my country has much to learn. If she has a certain maturity of wisdom, 
born of the religious struggles of earlier centuries and colonial blunders since then, 
she certainly lacks the drive and enthusiasm which is so marked a characteristic of 
the North American Continent. 

If England and the USA refuse to learn the lessons Russia has to teach; if the 


vested interests of the possessing classes cling to the old order with its antagonisms 


and clashing interests then it is hard to see how unity can be maintained. 

Just in so far as this resistance to the new order rules, the menace of the old 
order raises its head. The tension concerning the airways is a case in point. Why 
not make a beginning here and aim at an internationalization of the airways? Was 
it mainly because she saw the inevitable clash which would result from approaching 
this question from old standpoints that Russia refused to attend the airways con- 
ference? 


Greek Policy Must Be Reversed 


The Greek warfare stands out as part of a connected policy to maintain reaction 
and monarchy and the “right kind” of fascism everywhere in Europe. The con: 
donation of Darlan in North Africa; the effort to put the House of Savoy back in 
Italy—Count Sforza reveals that Churchill spent two hours urging him to keep 
King Victor on the throne; Churchill’s praise of Franco in Spain; the prolonged 


_. refusal to recognize Tito in Yugoslavia and in general the effort to put reactionaries 


back in power in France, in Belgium and wherever we recover territory from the 
Germans all become luminously clear now that the guns are actually turned against 
the heroic Greeks who for years have resisted single-handed the weight of the 
German war machine. 

No blow aimed by our enemies can match the damnillie inflicted by this present 


policy of Mr. Churchill. 


It is an evil policy. It is also a futile policy. We can no more stop the forces of 
resurgent liberty in Europe than could King Canute stop the ocean tides. It is a 
clarion call to every progressive person in this country and elsewhere to arise and 
repair the damage. We can by no means acquiesce in this deed. We must disown 
it. We must leave no stone unturned to reverse it. We must exert our utmost 
strength to remove the blot and to recreate the unity which alone can win the war 
and reconstruct the peace. 


Pier | 


A NEGRO SPEAKS OF WARS 
Editorial by BEN RICHARDSON 


Negroes have fought in every war this nation has ever waged. 


Their battle has always been two-fold. They have had first to fight the bigoted, 
_ tacist-ridden American military system and then whatever avowed enemy our nation 
_ declared war on. 
a The segregation of and Abadianaenion against Negroes in the armed services 
P brings dishonor to our flag and ridicule to our country. Whoever deprives a Negro 
serviceman of his full rights commits an act of oped sabotage to the cause of the 
allied armies. 
Jt matters not whether he be a Corporal or a General—a man in boot camp or 
an Admiral... . If he Jimcrows a Negro he Jimcrows America in war or peace. 
Our armed forces must face the inescapable truth that an army that denies the 
benefits of freedom to its colored constituents cannot bring freedom to an enslave | 
world. : 
Negroes have always fought valiantly for America. A runaway Negro slave, 
Crispus Attucks, spilled his blood on the snow-covered cobblestones near the Bos- 
ton Commons five years before 1776. His life was the first sacrificed in the cause 
of the Colonies. 
= There was an avetage of thirty-five Negroes in each white regiment at the 
- Colonial Army. On August 24, 1778, General George Washington had 775 
# Negroes under his command, exclusive of those furnished by Connecticut, New. 
_ Hampshire and Rhode Island. Altogether over 3,000 Negroes bore arms in that 
war for the white man’s liberation. When Commodore Perry hurled broadside 
_ after broadside at the enemy in the disputed waters of the Great Lakes in 1812, 
_ Negroes fell to the decks of his fleet happy to have served and died.that America’s 
_ + freedom gained a short while ago might be sustained. Of them Perry said: “They 
seemed to be absolutely insensible to danger.” 
Approximately 179,000 Negroes fought in the Civil War. They made up 
_ 161 complete regiments, An additional 5,896 colored men enlisted at large and 
_ therefore were not credited in the War Department’s records. Negroes fought on 
both sides as their loyalties dictated. In either case they fought and died bravely. 
When it became necessary for America to wage war against Spain in 1898, 
four Negro regiments were among the first to go to the front. The Tenth Cavalry, 


when the battle of Las Guasimas, Cuba, went against him. 

3 In the first World War 2,290,527 Negroes registered for service. Of this num- 
ber 458,838 were accepted. Some 200,000 Negtoes sailed for Europe—most of 
them carried brooms and shovels through the campaign of that great war. 

Of those w!.o were allowed to fight as full-fledged American soldiers, Privates 
Needham Roperts and Henty Johnson distinguished themselves as being the first 
two American soldiers to receive the coveted Croix de Guerre. The 369th Infantry 
Regiment remained 191 consecutive days under fire—the longest ordeal ever 
endured by American soldiers. Four regiments and a battalion were collectively 
cited for bravery. 

The travesty of justice is found in the fact that Negroes who fought in all of 
these wats did so under conditions which relegated them to a status often far below 
that of free men, 
All during eae and actual service at the front Negroes were shamefully 
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a Negro unit, saved the day for Colonel Theodore Roosevelt and his Rough Riders __ 


treated. They were disrespected, brutalized and denied deserved advancements 
Today all of these abuses are repeated and amplified. _ : 

In this war over 900,000 Negroes are in uniform. Colored women are in the | 
auxiliaries to the armed services. In all instances of training and service they too | 
are segregated. 

Throughout the South and West and parts of the North white civilians who 
choose to, mistreat, manhandle and even kill Negro servicemen at will and suffer ; : 
none the worse for it in most cases. White superior officers and subordinates tres- 
pass on the Negro serviceman’s basic army and navy authorized rights and priv- 
ileges, This is true in every department of the service and often particularly true 
of the Medical Divisions within these branches. Morale organizations such as the 
U.S.O. and Y.M.C.A. are Jimcrow through and through at home and abroad and 
they destroy rather than bolster Negro morale. 

~The Red Cross does a remarkable job of serving the needs of armed men but 
serves the Negroes in an especially segregated manner. Their segregation of Negro 
blood plasma is a provoking case in point and an anomaly when one considers that 
a Negro physician, Dr. Charles Drew, discovered the process of preserving blood 
plasma for transportation and eventual transfusion. Yet if they took his blood it 
would be Jimcrowed. 

The advancements and ameliorations that have come through the efforts of 
fair-minded people in and out of the Administration and government are greatly 
appreciated by the Negro, but the status of the colored soldier today is far short of a 
free man in a democratic army. 

The miracle of this war is found in the Negro’s refusal to allow such maltreat- 
ment to warp his magnificent sense of loyalty to America and what he knows is 
good in America. 

All is not despair. The world’s people are fast becoming free. The Negro 
cannot long be forgotten, He has set his feet on the roads that lead to a progressive 
society. He is marching towards his freedom in the midst of all those who seek 
freedom. His is the faith of an American in the true America to come. 

Both political parties sought the Negro vote in the Presidential election on 
promises-of bettering his lot in the Armed Services. Now is the time to make good 
these promises. A trusting people expect, demand and await action—local, State 
and Federal. 


THE RECY TAYLOR CASE 


The other day in Alabama a young Negro mother named Recy Taylor was 
attacked by white ruffians, some of whom were caught and arrested and subse- 
quently let go. 

Rape is interracial. It has been done in the North and in the South. When in 
the South Negroes do it or are suspected of doing it they are lynched; when the 
Anglo-Saxon master race does it, it is unusual even for arrests to be made. 

Technically this is not Fascism; but it is the makings of something worse than 
Italian Fascism, probably worse even than German Nazism. THE PROTESTANT 
takes the stand that those who molested Recy Taylor be punished according to the 
law. The Recy Taylor case should be made a test case for democracy. Every 
Christian minister, worthy of the name, North or South will support us in this 
stand. Write to your Congressman, to the Department of Justice of the United 
States, to the courts of Alabama and demand an immediate and thorough-going — 
investigation of this whole matter. KENNETH LESLIE 
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effect that faith is to be found not in the 
_ beams, but near the ribs. In other words, 
_ the dynamic of religion is not in the wood 
__ and stone of church buildings and ecclesi- 
__ astical machinery but in the heart that beats 
} with devotion. Devotion erects the beams 
| of the churches; devotion raises the beams 
_ of the ship of state; and it is only devotion 
that can bring new life into the church if 

that church has cramped the spirit of man 

or the spirit of a people. Where the old 

forms are frozen in hard-set concrete, re- 
_ ligious devotion may even have to destroy 
_ before it can create anew. This is the sort 
f of devotion that has been aborning in 
~ Russia. 


Anyone who knew anything about the 
history of Russia, and especially about the 
_ history of religion there, should never have 

despaired about the future of religion in 

that country. Any culture that could pro- 

duce the Russian liturgy with its soul-stir- 
_ fing music and its numinous sense of fel- 
lowship with the divine; any country that 
could, long before St. Francis, bring forth 
the Slavonic Bible, or give birth to a St. 
Theodosius and a St. Sergius, all alike sym- 
bols of the common people’s love for the 
Christ of the Gospel, poor and humble; 
any country whose first canonized saints 
and whose creative theologians were lay- 
men; any country that could develop a 
Josephite movement with its sturdy Pur- 
_ itan-like demand for bringing religion into 
the economic life; any country that could 
be the homeland of the Raskolniki with 
their love of adventure in the search for 
truth; any country that could give birth to 
a Dostoyevsky and a Tolstoy; any country 
in which the peasants could through the 
centuries develop and maintain the Mir, 
the rural community founded on the prin- 
ciple “that the earth belongs to God, that 
man is entitled to make use of it, to culti- 
vate it, to enjoy its fruit—but not to own 
it’; any such country is not one in which 


i religion, even prophetic religion, could die. 
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RTHODOX CHURCH “AND sovier STATE 


Writing in July 1943, Sir Bernard Pares 
said, ‘Russia, in my opinion, has remained 
the most religious country in Europe.”’ In 
the light of Russia’s history, Sir Bernard’s 
assertion should be at least understandable. 

But a judgment of this sort will seem 
utterly incredible to many people. And 
that, too, is understandable. For have not © 
the reigning communists in Russia been 
teaching the youth these many years, that 
“religion is the dope of the masses’? Did 
not the Russian dictators, after the Revolu- 
tion, expropriate all church properties and 
practically exterminate church life? Did 
they not “liquidate” at least forty high ec- 
ciesiastics afd thousands of priests? Did 
they not make it illegal for the churches to 
give public instruction? Did they not close 
all theological schools? Were not the non- 
conformist Christians, the Buddhists, the 
Jews, and the Mohammedans, who had 
been critical of the Russian Orthodox 
Church, were not they subjected to like 
restrictions? And did not the dictators de- 
stroy the integrity of the family by making 
divorce a matter of easy legal formality? 
Did they not sponsor the Union for Mili- 
tant Atheists which ten years ago could 
claim a membership of 6,000,000 with an 
additional enrollment of 1,500,000 chil- 
dren? These things, it may be rightly said, 
do not give evidence of the power of re- 
ligion in the new Russia. 

Yes, that is true. But it is not the whole 
truth. Still other facts must appear on the 
record if we are to understand how Sir 
Bernard Pares can (perhaps with a touch 
of hyperbole) assert that Soviet Russia 
remains “the most religious country in 
Europe.” These “‘other facts” should help — 
to understand “‘anti-religion” as well as 
“religion” in the new Russia. 

s e 2 

In the first place, we must remember — 
that centuries preceding the Revolution — 
the Russian Orthodox Church had sunk to 
a low spiritual state; it had been the spir- _ 
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itual arm of Tsarist autocracy and exploi- 


tation, practicing all sorts of discrimination 
and utilizing physical coercion to engender 
submission on the part of its own members 
and of the members of other religious 
groups. And then after the Revolution it 
_ became a powerful counter-revolutionary 
~ instrument providing a cover for secular as 
well as for “‘sacred’’ enemies of the new 
regime. It urged its members to resist the 
» Dew regime in every way; and it enforced 
_ this policy by means of an edict of excom- 
munication for the disobedient. 
Hence, the church religion was inter- 
_ preted by the communists as an enemy of 
the people. And whatever one may think 
of Russian communism or of its treatment 
of the churches, one must say that the Or- 
__ thodox Church did not have the faith that 
is near the ribs. That faith had yet to be 
revived through suffering and penitence. 
* * * 
In the second place, the communists 
_feckoned without their host when they 
thought they could exterminate all traces 
of religion. They ignored both the fact 
that religion thrives on opposition and that 
a church can change. But there was some- 
thing deeper in Russian character and his- 
tory which they ignored, something long 
_ ago recognized by people inside as well as 
outside Russia. They ignored what M. 
_ Paleologue, the ambassador of the French 
_ Republic to the last Tsar, had seen before 
the Revolution, namely, that “this people 
_ is more religious than its Church.” 


Accordingly, the communists reckoned 
_ without their host when they set out to lig- 
- uidate religion in Russia. They forgot 
__ that religious tradition can always say to its 
_ descendants: “When me you fly, I am the 

_wings.’’ They did not see that atheism is 
_ often a form of striving for a better reli- 

_ gion and life, that it can itself be inspired 
by a sort of religious fervor and be moti- 
vated by a religious impulse. This fact had 

been stressed by Russian lay theologians 
and by German religious socialists in the 
nineteenth century. The great novelist 
Dostoyevsky, for example, “the best inter- 
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preter of the mysteries of Russian religio 
thought,” long ago had said that the s 
of Russian atheism is religious. * 

But there were other failures of insight 
on the part of the communists more im- 
portant than these we have so far men- 
tioned. They did not see that the appeal of | 
Marxism as a doctrine calling for economic 
justice, was prepared for not only by the 
ancient tradition of Judaeo-Christianity but 
also by some of the earlier Russian religious 
(popular and. populist) movements. De- 
spite the communists’ avowed hatred for 
all forms of idealism (as they understood 
them), Marxism in Russia has therefore 
become a form of idealism; more than that, 
insofar as it is still alive—near the ribs—it 
is a form of religion. Indeed, William 
Temple, the late Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, pronounced communism to be only a 
Christian heresy, in contrast to Nazism, 
which he called an anti-Christian pagan- 
ism. None of these considerations must be 
left out in any attempt to explain the re- 
cently changing attitude of Russian official- 
dom towards religion or to explain the 
changing attitude of the Orthodox Church 
towards Russian communism. 

It is true that the Orthodox Church is 
unalterably opposed to the materialistic 
doctrines of Marxism. For that matter no 
Christian can rightly believe that property 
is the only source of sin or that Marxism 
has rightly interpreted the ultimate issues 
of human existence and history. Yet, the 
once-communist Dr. Sergius Bulgakov, 
head of the Russian Orthodox Theological 
School in Paris, once asserted (in my hear-. 
ing) that the Marxist objective was really 
the happiness of all—of the poor, the 
maimed, the oppressed, the weak, the very 
old, the very young, the weaker sex. “And 
we may hope,” he writes, that this “is not 
displeasing to God, and will not be turned 
to shame.” And speaking of the things 
that are pleasing to God, we should add 
that the Russian atheistic State has been 
more Christian in its treatment of minority 
racial groups than have the “Christians” in 
Russia or anywhere else. | 

It is true also that, although the Union 
of Militant Atheists has been dissolved, 


u 
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a anally cc yeaa outlook. “Yet, 
roslavsky, the President of the Union, 
d seven years ago that his organization 
fallen to pieces and that one-third of 
e town population and two-thirds of the 
country population are still believers. (This 
timate may not be accurate, but it is prob- 
py no farther off than would be a like es- 
mate of the number of believers in the 
tte States and Britain.) Yaroslavsky 
discovered a little belatedly what Luna- 
i aarsky, Minister of Education, had said in 
1928: “Religion is like a nail; the harder 
2 you hit it, the deeper it goes into the 
wood.” Militant atheism had by 1937 
served its political purpose and it was later 
: “abandoned; as Dr. W. H. Melish of the 
Church of the Holy Trinity in Brooklyn 
points out, it had successfully frustrated 
‘the church’s resistance to collectivization. 
oreover, the generation that had inspired 
the movement was passing away. Some 
observers even assert that since 1936-1937 
| Marxist doctrine has ceased to be a living 
force in Russia. The evidence for such an 
assettion is by no means clear. 

_ At all events, in accord with the prom- 
ises, if not with the immediate accomplish- 
“ments, of the 1936 Constitution, Stalin in 
“fecent years has been giving increasing and 
oy open recognition to the church groups; he 
as lifted some of the most severe restric- 
tions; freedom of worship, if not of 
» preaching, has been guaranteed (though it 
is reported that many churchmen are still 
in concentration camps); bell-ringing and 
public solicitation of church funds are per- 
mitted; religious articles are manufactured 
in State Art Workshops; the seven-day 
week has been restored; attendance at re- 
ligious festivals has become permissible 
without wage deductions; taxes and assess- 
ments on religious properties have been 
“abolished. In short, Stalin has been 
swerving from the communist “‘line.” 

But what other policy was to be pursued 
if Russia was not to commit suicide? A 
‘wart was coming. Stalin had to face the 
fact that after almost twenty-five years of 
anti-religious propaganda fostered by the 
State against a recently disestablished 


its aes thete were remaining in all groups 
—Christian, Jewish, Buddhist and Moslem 


— 30,000 religious societies, 8,000 
churches, and 60,000 priests and ministers. 
One half of the population was adhering to 
religion. A statesman-like political leader 
does not ignore or continue to offend one 
half of his constituency—not when he in- 
tends to win a war. Thus the state in its 
relations to organized religion has moved 
from its earliest policy of brutal hostility, 
through the policy of regularized opposi- 
tion, to a desire for the cessation of hos- 
tilities, and finally to a recognition of what 
the officials regard as the usefulness of 
religion. Stalin has recently spoken of re- 
ligion as in certain respects an enrichment 
of the people’s culture (is his early theo- 
logical training beginning to reveal itself?) 
and as “‘a stimulus to their activity in war 
as in peace.” In other words, the official 
Marxist “‘line’’ has been explicitly and 
openly compromised. These considerations 
lead us to the next main point of our dis- 
cussion. 
* * * 

In the third place, the attack of Ger- 
many united the entire Russian people in a 
patriotic and magnificently successful war 
against Fascism. These unsurpassed sacri- 


fices on the part of the Russian people in 


their monumental struggle against Hitler- 
ism would not have been forthcoming 
without preparation. The unity of Russia 
was due mainly to the success of the Stal- 
inist social and economic policies of the — 
past twenty-five years. It was due partially 
to the government’s deliberate creation of 
a new nationalist ideology, rallying the old 
love for Holy Russia. And in face of the 
continuing hostility between State and 
Church the unity was elicited also by the © 
fact that the contending groups saw in the 

oncoming hordes of Nazism something - 
that was to church groups more truly athe- 


istic than communism and that was to com- ~ 
munists far more dangerously reactionary 


than conservative Russian -ecclesiasticism. 


It should be noted, moreover, that the new 


generation of communists have no personal — 
memories of the old Tsarist Church, and _ 
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for them the Church is, so to speak, a relic 
of the past and the present, to be cher- 
ished; indeed it is reported that many in- 
tellectuals and technicians had before the 
war come to the point of giving unambigu- 
ous support to the Church. 


But the more dramatic changes came 
later on, in September, 1943. At that time, 
to the surprise of many Christians, Stalin 
invited Sergius, the acting Patriarch of 
Moscow, to an official audience, following 
which the Patriarchate was revived. Reli- 
gious groups were now permitted to make 
an appeal over the radio for the support of 
the war effort. Christians were asked by 
the Patriarch to oppose Nazism and the 
plea was made in the name of Christ. 
Moreover, the Patriarch has asserted that 
dissidents at home differ from those abroad 
only through the fact that the latter pray 
openly for Hitler and foreign fascist 
powers. The Russian churches have as- 
sisted in the civilian defense program, they 

“have raised money for war bond and war 
relief drives, and they have made an out- 
right gift to the State for tank and airplane 
units to be named after canonized saints. 
The aggregate of these contributions 
amounts to millions of rubles. As touch- 
ing ecclesiastical organization, the forma- 

_ tion of new church councils has now been 
permitted again. For the first time the 
church has been granted the right to pub- 
lish a magazine. Certain theological 
schools have been reopened. 


Not only ecclesiastical life has been 
changed. Family life has been restored to 
its old position of honor, divorce has been 
made more difficult to secure, and abortion 
has been pronounced a grave penal offense. 


But perhaps the most striking change is 
one that we have not mentioned. The 
heroes of the old regime and the saints of 
ancient Holy Russia are now being restored 
by both State and Church in the general 
esteem, There is much that is fantastic and 
unauthentic in the carrying out of this pol- 
icy; but by means of it the new Russia (as 
Paul Tillich has said) is immunizing her- 
self against attacks from the pre-Soviet 
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to strike deeper roots. 

On returning from his recent visit to 
Moscow, Dr. Cyril F. Garbett, the Arch-) 
bishop of York (England), has reported: 


“There is an undoubted revival of re) 
ligion in Russia. Complete freedom of 
worship within their churches is gtanted 
to all religions. Anti-God propaganda has 
been suspended, godless museums 
closed, and respect for religion is en- 
couraged. The Orthodox Church has) 
greater freedom under the Soviet govern-| 
ment than it ever had under the Tsars. 
The churches are crowded, though many 
are still closed or secularized. The change 
in the Soviet attitude toward religion is 
due to the recognition that religion can- 
not be eradicated, that a large proportion 
of the people of Russia are religious . . .” 


The Archbishop of York does not think | 
the change of Soviet attitude is merely am 
matter of political “policy.’’ There ts, he 
thinks, a new Russia a-coming. 


“The reason for Stalin’s grant of free- 
dom of worship seems to be his genuine 
love for the Russian people. ... I cannot 
read his mind and cannot therefore give | 
his actual motive, (but) it was welcomed — 
by the people longing for worship. . . .— 
For the most part the tremendous congre-_ 
gations in Russian churches today consist 
of young wives and mothers. This is im-— 
portant when we remember that approxi- _ 
mately half of the population of Russia 
is under 21 years.of age. These young — 
people are flocking to the churches and 
worshipping with great reverence and de- 
votion. They will be an enormous influ- 
ence in the future. Let us pray that this 
will be a Christian influence.” 


The bells of the churches are again ring- 
ing not only in the streets of Russia but 
also in the suffering hearts of the Russian 
people. These streets are not the same as 
in the past; nor are the hearts just the same. 
The new Russia is absorbing and trans- 
forming her earlier cultural and religious 
traditions, transforming them in the alem-. 
bic of a new unity fired by the flames of 
patriotism as it resists an “‘anti-Christ pa- 
ganism.” The churches have learned some- 
thing from the Russian experiment, and so 
also has the State. They have both learned ~ 
again that faith is to be found not only in 
the beams, but also near the ribs. And i 4 

. 


ning this they have learned also that 

ngly incompatible views can be rec- 
iled in actual life; they have learned 
yat Christians and atheists can work and 
ght together for the common good. (It 
may well be that the Christians in Russia 
have learned from the atheists something 
fundamental about the difference between 
a true and a false Christianity.) The ques- 
tion arises, of course, as to whether they 
have been joined only by the new religion 
of nationalism. But joined they are in an 
anti-fascist nationalism and their enemy is 
the worst demon of the planet, fascist na- 
tionalism. And how fortunate it is for us 
that they are so joined. General MacArthur 
in February, 1942, epitomized the result in 
these words: “The world situation at the 
present time indicates that the hopes of 
‘civilization rest on the worthy banners of 
the courageous Russian Army... . the scale 
a grandeur of this effort marks it as the 
greatest military achievement in all his- 
tory.” . 
| Yet, present relationships between State 
and Church are far from stable. The stu- 
pendous tasks of post-war reconstruction 
and of post-war international relations will 
necessitate new strategies of cooperation. 
They will also usher in new conflicts and 
new ctises. Conflicts are inevitable not 
ey because of the nature of human nature 
and not only because the now latent dis- 
sensions, both political and ecclesiastical, 
will come to the fore again, but also be- 
cause Russia is far from being a political 
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democracy. The churches in Russia are still 
“kept churches.” All of them, both Chris- 
tian and non-Christian, still move within 
boundaries established by the Russian state. 
Something more than “freedom of wor- 
ship” is needed before an ecclesiastical or- 
ganization, whether Christian or non- 
Christian, can become a living witness to 
the things that make for peace and justice. 
During the fighting days of the Russian 
Revolution, two wounded youths from op- 


“posite sides of the struggle were placed in 


the same ward of a Moscow hospital. 
While they were convalescing in different 
sections of the same ward, they were per- 
titted to exchange letters. In one of these 
letters (now published in French), the 
Christian wrote these words: “The higher 
the branches of Russia’s culture reach into 
the sky, the deeper must her roots strike 
into the soil of her Christian heritage.” 
These words, we now see, were a wise 
prophecy, especially if we remember that 


~ meanwhile the soil has received some new 
vitamins, permitting the roots to bear new 


fruits. But the incident has an even deeper 
significance than the words. The Russian 
experience reveals that each of these men 
symbolized something that was wrong and 
something that was right. The fact that 
Russia needed both of these men is at once 
a symbol of the tragic character of human 
history. The fact that they were willing in 
their suffering to listen to each other is a 
symbol of the splendor and promise of 
human existence. 
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. uate in his “book-lined, wide-windowed 


year-old civil war... 
_ what the Communists are after. 
set up an independent state with their own. 


~ China,” 


~ PARTISAN CHINA FIGHTS. 


By J. SPENCER KENNARD, Jr. 


) study overlooking the East River,” the 
New York Times Book Section for December 
31st tells us, Lin Yutang told something of 


the content of his forthcoming book to a 


reporter. “In it is told for the first time any- 
where outside China the story of China’s six- 
. Americans don’t know 
They have 


army, laws, postal service, system of taxation. 
Americans are being fed just so much 
hooey about Chinese communism.’ 

We agree heartily with the latter verdict! 
But first the specific charges: 

1. “Their own army’: We should like to 
know what our arm-chair novelist would do 
were he himself the exponent of a political 
party in China offering serious rivalry to 
the one in power. China is not America, or at 


least not the America of 1945 (there was a 
_ turbulent time when the right to bear arms 


had to be written into our own Bill of 
Rights). He well knows that for such a 
political party in China not to be armed 
today means that its members face extermina- 
tion. Moreover, he has only to study the 
record of Ho Ying-chin, the army’s chief-of- 


_ staff, to see that his whole policy has been 


one of appeasement toward Japan and that 
every order he has issued to the “Communist” 
armies has been intended to injure them. 

2. “Laws’: What alternative does he sug- 
gest when he has only to look at the economic 
and © military conditions of so-called “Free 
which he claims to have visited in 
a six month tour, to perceive that the Kuom- 


-intang laws issued from Chungking fail to in- 


-a bit deeper than its maker realizes. 


_ 


_ spire the people with zeal to win the war. 


That accusation cuts 


3. “Postal service”: 
The 


areas of China administered by Tokyo and 


‘those administered by Chungking have had a 
- single postal service. 
~ thesé years of fighting up to last summer 


At least, during all 


when I left China, Chinese persons living 


outside the Communist areas were able to 


exchange letters with one another with com- 
paratively little difficulty. They even franked 


their letters with the same postage stamps. 


Is it not significant then that both Tokyo 
and Chungking should so segregate the “Com- 
munists” as to compel them to have a postal 
system of their own? Moreover, as is well 
known, it was not the Communists who did 
the segregating. The five concentric lines 


of blockhouses that ring off the Partisan areas 
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‘others: 


from the rest of “Free” China were built a 
the cost of many millions of dollars by the 
Chungking government and are manned by 
some of Chungking’s finest soldiers. 


4. “Taxes”: And what would our philoso- 
pher suggest as an alternative? As Chung-— 
king has furnished neither an ounce of food | 
nor a dollar of pay to these armies for som 
five years, if they did not raise their own 
taxes they would long since this be dead of | 
starvation. Moreover, a revised system of tax- 
ation, by its fairness, has proved one of the 
means whereby the people of these areas have 
been won over to active resistance of the 
Japanese. 

5. He says also, “The Communists dare 
not tell of their disloyalty to the state’: But 
let Dr. Lin explain how he would expect 
loyalty to a state which has systematically 
sought to do them every damage in its power: | 
a state which would not allow an ounce of 
medicine to enter their areas for relief of 
the sick and dying, nor an ounce of vitamins — 
for rickety children, nor even allow a mis- 
sionary surgeon to operate on the eyes of a 
few blind persons? 

6. “The Chinese Government doesn’t want, 
to tell it because of losing face. When 
Americans find out the truth, they will be’ 
awfully mad.’ Actually, the Chinese Govern- 
ment has been doing everything in its power 
to spread just the list of charges repeated. 
by Dr. Lin. 

We too believe that “When Americans 
find out the truth, they will be awfully mad.” 
He admits in his interview that though he 
took two 100-page notebooks with him on 
his recent journey he did not make a single 
entry.Had he been interested in facts he. 
would have filled every one of those pages 
with trustworthy details. But after all he is. 
a writer of fiction. 

7. There remains one charge of our noted 
novelist which is more serious than the 
that the “Communists” instead of. 
fighting Japan are primarily concerned with 
building their own power: When I men- 
tioned this accusation several years ago to 
an American banker friend of mine who had 
been making an exhaustive survey of the 
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“Communist” areas of China, he snapped 
back with some heat, “That is downright 
libel.” 


EACTIONARIES in China, as in other lands, 

have been trying to portray their internal 

political discords as the choice between the 
kind of government they advosats and Ra 


Sree 


att 
ism. Having divided people into “whites” 
“teds” they try to get the support of a 
dled middle class by warnings of a 
red scare,” and so to form a government 
atterned on the German model. In China 
d Japan, as in the rest of the world, reac- 
ionaries see in Hitler their Messiah, and in 
fascism the technique for remaining in 
ower. 

: Therefore, those who offer the Communist 
eader Mao Tse-tung as the alternative to 
jang Kai-shek are falling into the reaction- 
ry trap. 

_It cannot be reiterated too often that the 
hoice in China is not between Yenan and 
chungking. Rather it is between those who 
mcerely wish to fight Japan and those en- 
imoured with their own social privileges; 
hose who subordinate self-interest, and those 
who put self-interest first. 

For building a new democratic China, 
we shall find the greater number of capable 
ivilian leaders in areas administered from 
etal mil But when it comes to fighting, 


\ 


ctual military successes and the techniques 
of victory, we can point to Yenan as entitled 
0 at least an equal place with Chungking. 
indeed, had it been given the military equip- 
a furnished under Lend-Lease to Chung- 
ing it would have used it to far better ad- 
fantage in the war against Japan. The evi- 
Jence for these assertions is the object of 
this article. 

; We are concerned here with Partisan 
China. Under that term we include all of 
china’s northern and eastern provinces which 
ave been overrun by Japanese armies. To 
i should be added Central Shensi and 
part of Kansu in “Free” China. For these 
Ss regions most of the military direction 
centers in the Partisan general staff at Yenan. 
ractically all effective guerrillas are included, 

‘or the Nationalist general staff at Chungking 
aas shown itself consistently opposed to 
“arming the peasants.” 

_ The name “Partisan” is preferable to “Com- 
nunist,” for the mixed administration bears 
many analogies to the Partisan struggle of 
fugoslavia with which we Americans are 
ow familiar. Also what goes by the name 
f “Communism” in China today is some- 

thing quite different from what we have 
associated with that name in the past. Many 
un-Marxist” things are happening, such as 
the bringing together of landlords and share- 
croppers into a cooperating unit. A dozen 
years ago, when Communists gave power to 
hese sharecroppers the heads of landlords 
egan to fly. Today sharecroppers select 
landlords for positions of special trust. 

_ So far from seeking to put into practice a 

ram of Communism, these areas are not 


ay... 


even adopting the principle of land distri- 
bution to which the whole of the Chinese 
Republic is committed under the legacy of 
its founder, Sun Yat-sen. 

All trustworthy reports indicate that most 
of the landlords are cooperating heartily with 
the Communist-led armies. Although they 
have been forced to reduce their rental 
charges and interest rates, they have received 
the compensating benefits of protection 
against the Japanese, suppression of banditry, 
the regularizing of taxes, and a disciplined 
soldiery which pays for what it commandeers. 
There are doubtless many areas in which these 
ideals are only in process of achievement and 
instances have been brought to my attention 
of lawless acts on the part of only partially 
assimilated ex-bandits. Nevertheless, the zeal 
with which these goals are being sought has 
profoundly impressed most of the peoples of 
these regions, as well as foreign investigators. 

All reliable reports concerning the Chinese 
Partisans attest to the absence of any evidence 
of support by Moscow. Russia was the chief 
provider of military equipment to China 
until she needed to conserve all her arms 
for meeting the attack by Germany. But 
there is no evidence of any of that equipment 
reaching the Partisans. On the contrary, many 
are the Partisans who must have been killed 
by Russian-made weapons in the hands of 
Chiang Kai-shek’s blockading armies. 

As to collusion with Moscow in any way, 
the only provable connection is in a com- 
munity of ideas and of sympathies. Yenan 
must have cheered Russian victories with all 
the enthusiasm shown by many Chungking 
officers for those of Germany. 

Overseas Chinese of all political persua- 
sions have seen in Partisan China the best. 
guarantee for achieving the “Three People’s 
Principles” of Sun. Yat-sen. Until communi- 
cations wete broken off after Pearl Harbor, 
they were an important source of financial 
support. Indeed the cutting off of that sup- 
port was a severe blow to the Partisans. 

One of the most noted overseas Chinese 
capitalists, Chen Cha-ken, came forward as 
champion of the Communist Fourth Army 
at the critical time in early 1941 when Chung- 
king’s chief-of-staff, Ho Ying-chin, made one 
of his periodic attempts at its extermination. 
On March 10th he dispatched a telegram to 
Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek, saying, “All 
overseas Chinese are against the anti-Com- 
munist action and demiand peaceful solution.” 

The participation of Christian institutions 
in Partisan affairs is notable. A great many 


~ students and graduates from such famous 


mission colleges as Yen-ching have enrolled 
as Communist Commissars. The result of 
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this Christian impact is perhaps one of the 
factors for the metamorphosis of Chinese 
Communism. For seven years or more the 
Communists have been begging Christian 
missionaries to return to their tasks in these 
areas and have made repeated efforts to assist 
them with the rebuilding of churches de- 
stroyed by Japanese bombing. Several Chris- 
tian pastors hold high positions in the Com- 
munist organization. 


Partisans Smashed Jap Strategy 


The strategy of the Partisan armies neces- 
sarily leads to great numbers of small engage- 
ments, few of them in themiselves spectacular. 
Nevertheless, there have been actions that 
have had profound significance in the prose- 
cution of the war. 

Especially notable was the battle of Ping 
Hsing Pass, fought shortly after the outbreak 
of hostilities in 1937. 

A friend of mine in charge of the Chinese 
Student Y.M.C.A. in Tokyo told me that his 
Japanese friends pled with him not to return 
to China at the outbreak of the war—“You'll 
hardly have your stuff packed up when you 
will have to be repacking it to come back 
again. The Chinese incident will be over 
within a month.” To the Japanese this war 
was only what they called it, “an incident.” The 
reason was another example of their jiu-jitsu 
strategy. The chief intellectual training given 
to the Japanese soldier is the principle of judo 
whereby the little fellow by some brilliant 
trick overthrows the giant. In the first World 
War in the taking of the German forts at 
Tsing Tao, the Japanese constantly threw a 
light-gauge railroad across the isthmus there- 
by taking the forts from their unprotected 
land side. 

In this war the strategy was to make a 
big show of force down at Shanghai where 
the guns of the Japanese navy boomed away 
to blast Nationalist China’s finest army. But 
the real stroke to decide the war was an 
offensive that was to penetrate suddenly to 
the middle Yangtse River, come down the 
fiver, take the capital at Nanking from the 
rear, and by this action split China in two. 
Because of the inability of China’s regular 
armies to defend the approaches of Nanking 
from the south, it was believed this tactic 
would bring about an end of hostilities within 
a single month. Whatever more was needed 
lay in the strong forces of appeasement and 
collaboration; notably, the late Wang Ching- 
Wei who became Japan’s puppet chief, and 
his close friend Ho Ying-chin, who has been 
sabotaging the war these seven years as 
China’s chief-of-staff. 
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Credit goes to the Red armies for sm 
ing this clever scheme. As the Jape 
forces were gaily advancing down a n 
valley in Shansi Province, suddenly 
mountain tops around them came to life 
Rifle fire mowed them down on all sides 
They tried to retreat, but the neck of the bot 
tle by which they had entered was wel 
corked. It took a month to extricate then 
In the meantime, their war strategy had bee) 
shattered. 

Although. Chungking historians make lit 
or no reference to it, this battle of Ping Hsin 
Pass, fought in September, 1937, should 
classed as one of the most decisive of 
Sino-Japanese War. The leader of the Pat 
tisan forces was Lin Piao, like several of th 
other Partisan leaders a brilliant tacticiat 
Afterwards he became head of one of th 
Partisan military academies. 

The one important victory credited t 
Chiang Kai-shek’s forces was fought in th 
opening year of the war at Taierchwany 
But for an alleged act of treason which ; 
said to have disclosed to the enemy the pla 
to cut the dykes of the Yellow River, moj 
of the Japanese army would have been ann 
hilated. Chiang’s victory was made possibl 
by the effectiveness with which the Partisar 
disrupted Japanese communications. | 

But their most important achievement hg 
been to show to the world the pattern ¢ 
victory. It is the pattern, not only of victor 
against Japan but against all Fascist countrie 
We shall discuss it presently. 


Japanese Fear Partisans 


For most of the years of the war Chunj 
king. has placed a strict embargo upon new 
of Partisan. engagements. That news ef 
bargo was, somewhat forcefully, broken FE 
American Press correspondents supported 
our Own government this past summer. O 
the basis of the lack of news about fightin 
in those areas it was possible to deny i 
existence both to the Chinese public and 1 
the world at large. Some of our eminei 
American Congressmen, and one Congres) 
woman, have been taken in by this sort ¢ 
talk. 

One answer to it is the distribution ¢ 
Japanese forces. Out of thirty-five divisior 
allocated to all China during much of th 
war, twelve and a half have been statione 
in northern areas. Practically all of the: 
forces were employed against Partisans. Se 
enteen divisions have been stationed in Ces 
tral China, including the areas of the reo! 
ganized Fourth Army of the Partisans. Of th 
five Japanese divisions in the south, a portic 
had to deal with Partisans in the Cantc 


area. Sita 


Distribution of puppets also tells the story 
f whom the Japanese fear most. As the 
Chinese puppet armies are unreliable, they 
are employed mostly for garrison duty where 
used at all in northern areas. When used in 
an offensive, as so extensively this last sum- 
mer in the drives by Japan to control the 
Peiping-Canton railroad, it has been almost 
exclusively against the armies of Chungking. 
Frequently the so-called Japanese armies have 
been composed almost entirely of puppets 
led by a mere handful of Japanese officers. 
Against Partisans, puppets are only used 
when heavily supported by Japanese troops. 

For seven years Japan has devoted her 
major military effort on the Chinese main- 
land to attempts to exterminate these Parti- 
sans. In 1939 Japan’s armies launched a for- 
midable offensive which was expected to 
wipe them out. Since then, semi-annually, 
the effort has been renewed. 

The Partisans have sustained heavy losses 
at the hands of Japan. An American banker 
friend of mine, who after his escape from 
Peiping in 1942 spent seven months in those 
areas investigating Partisan activities, has 
placed the figures of their casualties for the 
previous year at 180,000 to 190,000. Appar- 
ently a large proportion of their losses were 
due to sickness and privations, due to Chung- 
king’s embargo on all medicines and other 
supplies. But these Partisans also inflicted 
heavy casualties on their foes. I do not have 
the figures for the last three years. Up to then, 
according to their own estimates, they had 
put out of action nearly a quarter of a million 
Japanese. 

With little equipment, they have had to de- 
pend mainly on outwitting their enemies. 
Amazing stories are told of their tricks. Typi- 
cal is the one of shooting a Japanese regional 
commander. A daring Partisan took up his 
post in the second floor room of a tea house 
facing the main gate of a city where the 
commander had his staff headquarters. At 
the agreed on moment an accomplice dropped 
a couple of hand grenades into the wind- 
driven dust that filled the deep wagon ruts. 
The explosion raised a big dust cloud and 
brought officers quickly to the wall to inves- 
tigate. Calculating that with the usual Japa- 
nese precision the finest pair of binoculars 
would mark the ranking officer, the Partisan 
took careful aim and fired. The officer dropped 
dead and he himself made a successful escape. 


A couple of days later there was a big 
funeral. 


Chungking Blocks War Effort 

The biggest problem of these Partisan 
armies throughout the war has been the lack 
.3 2a - 


of an all-out-with-the-war purpose on the 
part of Chungking leaders. American news 
dispatches, including those relating to the 
recall of General Stilwell, have increasingly 
exposed the Chungking high command as 
responsible for the dragging out of the war 
and for many Japanese victories. Chung- 
king’s problem has been more a lack of fight- 
ing morale than a lack of weapons. 

For Ho Ying-chin and Chen Kuo-fu, and 
those others who have influenced the policies 
of Chiang Kai-shek in recent years, the main 
enemy has been not the Japanese but their 
fellow Chinese in the Partisan armies. The 
best soldiers have been used to maintain a 
blockade against them, and those facing the 
Japanese have often been the least depend- 
able. Multitudes of demoralized coolie sol- 
diers serving under adventurers have been 
ready to sell out to the highest bidder. To 
supplement a poor income, this type of officer — 
has engaged in every sort of profiteering, in- 
cluding trade in enemy goods. When the 
Japanese attack, such forces offer little re- 
sistance. Hence the Partisans appear to have 
made the practice of rounding up and dis- 
arming all unreliable. Chinese forces, and of 
seeking to impose their own will on all 
forces operating to the rear of the Japanese. 
Herein seems the element of truth in the 
charge of Chungking that Partisans often 
precipitate fighting -against government 
troops. Certainly, when they have stolen 
their guns and ammunition, they make far 
better use of them in the war against Japan. 

The Partisans have obtained no arms of. 
other supplies except what they could steal. 
No medicines have been allowed to reach 
them. Many tens of thousands of persons 
who wanted to enlist in their armies have 
been thrown into concentration camps. A 
young man who used to work for me was 
caught on his way to enlist to fight Japan. The 
Chungking gestapo buried him alive. 

In the face of this hatred, that Partisan 
armies should have taken orders from Chung- 
king has been remarkable. Personal feelings 
have been pushed into the background. Con- 
sider Chu Teh who is Partisan commander-in- 
chief. Chiang Kai-shek’s soldiers executed 
his wife on a public square in Changsha in 
1927. Until a few months before the out- 
break of the war with Japan, Chu Teh himself 
had a price of $150,000 on his head. Yet 
Chu Teh and his assistants have repeatedly 
expressed willingness to assume their place 
as an integral part of the Chinese military 
organization, provided disruptive and pro- 
Japanese elements were purged from the mili- 
tary and civilian administration. 
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_ Secret of Partisan Strength 


The basis of Partisan strength lies in, giv- 
ing to those whose support is required what 
they want the most. India’s noted leader 
Ghandi has put the principle well in the 
words: “God himself dare not appear to a 
hungry man except in the form -of bread.” 
One of the many reasons for the futility of 
Chungking’s war effort has been the attempt- 
ing what even God himself would not pre- 
sume to do! 

Partisan soldiers are limited to those who 
really want to fight. In the part of Nationalist 
China where I have been residing, the only 
persons entering the army are those too im- 
poverished to purchase exemption. We see 
them dragged along through the streets, tied 
together like pigs led to the market for 
slaughter. By contrast, the Partisans empha- 
size the great privilege of being enrolled in 
their armies. There is no conscription. Be- 
cause of the shortage of arms only those are 
accepted who show the keenest eagerness to 
fight. Fanatical warriors, like the comrades 
of Jade in Pearl Buck’s movie, tend to be 
those whose families have been the victims 
of Japanese brutality. 

And perhaps it is the only army in the 
world where there is no capital punishment 
even in the case of desertion in the face of the 
enemy. By contrast to the brutality found in 
most of the Chinese armies, where the pri- 
vate soldier is treated like vermin, discipline 
is maintained by rebukes which in grave 
cases take the form of expulsion from the 
army in the presence of a large convocation 
in whose hands is the judgment of the 
offender. 

The spirit of comradeship is extended to 
reducing to a minimum the differences in 
clothing, food and pay. Off duty, all are 
equal. Even Japanese prisoners are accorded 
similar treatment, with the result that many 
have been won over to active aid in the war 
against their own militarists. 


Partisan China Is Democratic 


Democracy in Partisan China is extended 
to every aspect of life. The rest of China, 
while containing great potential resources 
for the future of democracy, has not extended 
it to governmental institutions. Every Ameri- 
can and other Westerner who has had the 
opportunity of visiting Partisan China, both 
in printed reports and in personal inter- 
views, has born witness to this amazing con- 
trast. All persons over 18 have the vote and 
a proportionate share in the election of offi- 
cials. Moreover, these officials are nominated 
from among themselves. Taxes and expendi- 
tures are accounted for publicly to the people 
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who in turn have the authority to determ 
the amount through their chosen repre 
tives. All are equal before the law. Tr 
of the accused are held in public with an o 
portunity for participants to pass upon 
justice of the sentence. 
There is freedom of speech, of press and 0 
assembly. Education is free, with litera 
registering a twenty-fold increase. A grea 
asset has been the introduction of Romani 
writing to take the place of the Chines 
script, which, if a delightful pastime fo 
persons of leisure, is hardly fitted to thy 
exigencies of modern industrial life and stil 
less to the learning capacities of the averagi 
peasant. Medicine too is free, and in spite o 
the extreme poverty these areas have thi 
highest standard of hygiene in China. 


Cooperatives flourish here as nowhere elsi 
in China. By contrast to the sabotage whicl 
they have received at the hands of Chun 
king, which barely tolerates them, in Pat 
China these Cooperatives are.the essence 0) 
the people’s economy. What food there is, 1 
distributed in accordance with need and 
prices which leave no advantage to the rich 
The result is that by contrast to the million) 
who died of starvation a year ago in the mani 
made famine of the nearby Honan Province. 
nobody can be said to have died directly o 
famine in areas controlled by the Partisans 
Yet nearly everybody may be said to suffe: 
from undernourishment and lack of vitamins, 
Here there is an active program of agrariat 
democracy and of mutual aid with spec 
economic assistance to those in special se | 


Another cause of their military successe; 
is the direct propaganda to indoctrinate thi 
entire population with the significance of the 
war against Japan. There has never been 4 
time in which the Communist-led armie; 
have not placed a large part of their reliance 
upon the education of the civilian populatior 
in whose areas they were operating so as t¢ 
make them friends instead of, as in nearly 
the rest of China, suspicious enemies. 

Partisan reverses in Manchuria in 1938 
taught the need of preceding the military 
offensive with a propaganda offensive, so tha’ 
when the Partisan armies arrived they woulc 
find the whole population eager to receive 
them and to aid them in their struggle. There: 
after the technique has been a fixed one; first 
the infiltration of the propagandists, and only 
when they have been able to report progrest 
in winning over the population has the Parti. 
san army itself attempted operations. They 
have been bitterly criticized for this tech: 
nique by the Chungking government, but 
events have demonstrated its correctness _ ic 
China, as in nese sod elsew! ere. 


recent years we have heard less about 
Chinese guerrillas wrecking Japanese 
amunications. The reason has been the 
ectiveness with which the Japanese have 
d the technique of blockhouses. Responsi- 
lity for maintaining them rests upon nearby 
illagers, who are punished with extermina- 
ion in the event of failure to give warning 
f the approach of Partisans. 
_This method was introduced by the Ger- 
gan military advisers of Chiang Kai-shek in 
lis series of Communist-extermination wars. 
© successful did it prove that the principal 
ted army was driven out of Kiangsi Prov- 
fce and had to undertake its long march, 
mmortalized in Edgar Snow’s book “Red Star 
Iver China.” During recent years the Japa- 
ese have been able to extend lines of block- 
jouses over vast distances for the guarding 
~ communication lines and strategic points. 
[he result is that they have gradually ex- 
ended their power throughout North China 
d hemmed the Free China forces into ever 
atrower. confines. 
What the Partisans need is something in 
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the way of a Stokes mortar, bazooka, or kin- 


dred device which can hurl a crude home- 
made bomb into these blockhouses. A care- 
ful estimate on their part led to the conclu- 
sion that with such a weapon they could 
knock the Japanese out of fifty per cent of 
the areas now under their control. 

No blame can be attached to our govern- 
ment for failure to provide these weapons. 
Nor can the blame be assigned merely to the 
difficulties of transportation. After all, the 
type of bazooka needed for these operations 
can be manufactured locally once the tech- 
nique born of the long period of American 
experimentation has been introduced. It is 
the obstructionists of Chungking who must 
take responsibility for this failure and for the 
American lives being sacrificed as a result. 

. Partisan China has demonstrated her eager- 
ness and ability to fight our enemies in Asia. 
She needs and will make good use of supplies 
for such a purpose. Under such circumstances 
what we need in China is a basic policy 
whereby American aid is given to groups in 
proportion to their eagerness to use our ma- 
terials against Japan. To do this, we may have 
to bypass Chungking. 


SAVARIAN PRETENDER AT COURT OF POPE PIUS 


eS 


y ALBERT NORDEN 
¥ 

HILE Otto of Hapsburg has arrived in 
W ste from America in order to restore 
Austrian Empire with the help of the Vat- 
can, negotiations for the restoration of a 
South German monarchy have already taken 
Blace behind the curtains. Scene of the con- 
piracy: Rome. Candidate: Rupprecht Maria 
wf Wittelsbach, former Crown Prince of Ba- 
eis Sponsors: the Pope and high Italian 
Aristocrats. 3 


_On-November 2, 1944, the Pope received 
he ex-Crown Prince of Bavaria for a lengthy 
uidience. The fact that the Vatican has seen 
o it that this meeting received wide pub- 
icity in the world press, implies that Rome 
elt the time had come to prepare the public 
or the throne pretensions of Rupprecht. At 
he start of the second world war, Rupprecht 
vas staying in Florence. When the Allied 
irmies approached the city, the Gestapo ar- 
es Rupprecht, while his twenty-two-year- 
Md son, Prince Heinrich, managed to escape 
d subsequently found refuge i in the Vatican. 

Powerful circles intervened for the seventy- 

-year-old Rupprecht, with the result that 
Ne Allies found him unharmed when they 
entered Florence. He immediately went to 
tome, , where he has been staying as a guest 
n the house e of Prince Lane ietl who is one 


of the most devoted followers of the Pope in 
the ranks of Roman high aristocracy. Rup- 
precht has shown immense interest in plans 
for the partition of Germany and has come 
out openly in Rome as Pretender for the Bava- 
tian throne, strongly supported by. influential 
circles of the Vatican. 


A Pillar of Vatican Politics 


Because it enables one to draw vital con- 
clusions regarding his intentions—and those 
of his backers—it is of great interest to illus- 
trate the political role which has been played — 
by the head of the House of Wittelsbach. The 


Wittelsbachs, who had ruled over Bavaria since 


1180, had always been—along with Haps- 


burg—the Catholic Royal House of Germany. - ae 


When in the war of 1866, Prussia expelled 
Austria - from the German Confederation 
(Deutsche Bund), the Bavarian Royal House 
became a main pillar of Vatican politics in 
Germany, and Munich was—except for the 
capital of the Reich—the only German court 
where the Vatican maintained an embassy. 
From 1917 to 1920, Eugene Pacelli, the pres- 
ent Pope Pius XII, was Nuncio to the Ba- 
varian Court. The acquaintance between Pope — 
Pius and Rupprecht dates back to those days— 
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a bond which became even closer when, in 
1921, the Pope officiated at the wedding cere- 
mony of Rupprecht and the Princess Antonie 
of Luxembourg. 

Rupprecht never recognized the November 
Revolution of 1918 which eliminated the 
monarchies of all German states—including 
that of Bavaria. He has never ceased to at- 
tempt the restoration of the Wittelsbach rule. 


In this endeavor he relied strongly upon the © 


support of the high Catholic clergy of Ba- 
varia. Indeed, in September, 1919, at a time 
when the German Republic had already 
been in existence for ten months, the eight 
Bishops of Bavaria, after a previous consulta- 
tion with Pacelli, issued a pastoral letter in 
which the following statement appeared: 
“May the priesthood preserve its conscience 
pure and free in the face of a Republic and its 
constitution which were born out of the sin of 
Revolution and thus out of a curse!” This 
was a plain case of high treason and just one 
of the many examples of the active part which 
not a few members of the high Catholic clergy 
were taking in sabotaging the German Re- 
public. 


Early Patron of Hitler 


To achieve his end—a renaissance of Wit- 
telsbach glory—any reactionary movement 
was welcome to Rupprecht. During the years 
in which Bavaria became the center of Ger- 
man reaction—due to a large extent to Rup- 
precht’s influence—he took pleasure in pre- 
senting himself as the patron of the various 
Fascist and semi-Fascist groups. Being a bet- 
ter politician than military leader (he held 
the rank of a Marshall during the first world 
wart), Rupprecht managed to remain in the 
background. But indisputable historical facts 
expose him as an early accomplice of Adolf 
Hitler. We refer to November, 1923, when 
Hitler—through his famous Beer Hall Putsch 
—attempted to grab power over Germany. 
During the night following the Putsch, when 
Hitler saw that the Bavarian General State 
Commissioner, Herr von Kahr (likewise a re- 
actionary, but of a different shade than Hit- 
ler), was taking measures for the suppression 

of the coup detat, he dispatched Lieutenant 
Neunzert to Rupprecht with a request for 
mediation. The ex-Crown Prince asked Kahr to 
refrain from shooting at the Nazis and from 
instituting legal proceedings against them. If 
things had turned out Rupprecht’s way, the 
National Socialists would have come to power 
as eatly as 1923, instead of 1933. 

But Rupprecht did not leave it at that. On 
November 11,—the Hitler Putsch had already 
been shot to pieces by the Bavarian Kahr re- 
gime—he wrote a Manifesto in which he de- 
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while calling upon the various factions of r 


for separation from the Reich and participa 


tached himself from Kahr to a certain deg 


action to reunite. Only Kahr’s threat to resign) 
prevented the publication of the Manifesto, In 
later years, relations between Rupprecht and 
Hitler became strained, because the latter's) 
aim was absolute dictatorship over all of Ger-) 
many, while the ex-Crown Prince wished to) 
be the sole ruler over his own territory. i 

Notwithstanding all this, the striking simi-. 
larity between the basic political concepts of 
both Hitler and Rupprecht became obvious, 
when in January, 1933, at the height of the’ 
political crisis preceding Hitler’s conquest of. 
power, they simultaneously announced their 
claims to the government by referring to the 
“Red Peril.” The spectre of Bolshevism was. 
the greatest single factor in the propaganda 
arsenal of both Hitler and Rupprecht. In those 
days, the -Sweddeutsche Monatshefte (South 
German Monthly), a publication which was 
notorious for its reactionary policy, printed a 
special edition under the characteristic title: 
“King Rupprecht.” In it Rupprecht’s friend 
and secretary, Baron Erwin of Aretin, stated: 
“The alternative of Monarchy or Bolshevism, 
becomes more and more imminent. This makes 
the question of Bavarian Monarchy a question 
of life and death for the whole future of the 
entire German People.” Behind the pen of 
Aretin is Rupprecht himself, who concluded 
his War Diary (which was published by the 
publishing house of the Reichswehr in 1929), 
with the words: “We can not tolerate a Revo-. 
lution. The spirit of Bolshevism is spreading 
more and more. This we must resist with the 
strongest possible measures.” | 


As to Rupprecht’s conception of foreign. 
policy, it was amply demonstrated by Count: 
Carl von Bothmer, a champion of the idea 
of restoration of the Wittelsbach Monarchy 
and one of Rupprecht’s closest associates. In, 
the pamphlet Bavaria to the Bavarians whick 
came out in 1920, during the Polish-Russiar, 
War, Bothmer stated: “Neutrality on ous 
part during the fight between Poland anc 
Russia is impossible. The fact that the Reick 
Government has proved powerless to adopt ¢ 
foreign policy strong enough to ward off the 
Eastern Peril, makes it imperative for a Ger: 
many that will not become Bolshevistic to have 
its own foreign policy—independent from 
Berlin—and to take its own initiative. That in 
itiative would have favorable effects on pub: 
lic opinion in France.” Independence—auton: 
omous initiative—these were but synonym: 


tion in the war against the Soviet Union—« 
war in which the central government coul« 
not bring itself to engage, although its.atti) 
tude toward the Soviet Union was far from 
triendly. The picture becomes complete wher 


ties 
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mer ends his program with the words: 
our King!” -He refers to Rupprecht. 
neidentally, Bothmet’s conception of a Po- 
-South German-French Bloc against Russia, 
responded exactly with the ideas of Nun- 
io Pacelli who also was dreaming of the 
Be olic Crusade against the Bolsheviki.” 


ack to the Counter- Reformation 


The Wittelsbachs had always tried to ex- 
fad their sovereignty beyond the limits of 
gavaria. During the course of the Counter- 
deformation of the 16th Century, they actu- 
lly succeeded in acquiring the immensely im- 
sortant Archdiocese of Cologne. From then 
in until the end of the 18th Century, Wicttels- 
mach Archbishops and Bishops ruled over 
Sologne as well as a part of the Westphalian 
ossessions, and eventually Dusseldorf up to 
he Dutch border. Next to Bavaria, the Lower 
Rhine became the strongest pillar of power 
»f the House of Wittelsbach which begged the 
french Emperor Napoleon for a Royal Crown 
ea received it in 1805. 


_ The years of unrest following the first world 
vat seemed appropriate to Rupprecht to re- 
tore the might and pride of his House, not 
wnly over Bavaria but likewise on the Rhine. 
de inspired the anti-Semitically-tuned reac- 
ionary propaganda of the “Bavarian Royal 
Patty” and the “Bavarian People’s Party” in 
avor of restoration of the Bavarian Monarchy. 
Moreover, he had his Paladin, Count Bothmer, 
ctually sign a pact with the Rhenish Separa- 
ists. These defenders of a self-governing 
catholic Rhineland State—separate from the 
Reich—were nothing but tools of French 
generals and right-wing politicians, whose 
eader, Attorney Dorten, drew his money from 
he French Treasury. 


ae understand the significance of all this, 
one has to recall the position of Germany a 
juarter of a century ago. Those were the years 
Juring which a gigantic struggle between 
progress and reaction raged in the industrial 


. 


3 


Pareas of the Reich. On the barricades of Ber- 


lin, Hamburg, Essen, Bremen and hundreds 
of other Cities, the opposition forces clashed 
and fought over the issue whether the Revolu- 
tion would be victorious or whether the Reich 
would slide back into the power of its 
junker-monoply capitalistic-militaristic mas- 
ters. All those who dreaded, like the plague, 
the triumph of progressive elements in the 
Reich, and who, therefore, were in more or 
less open alliance with French reaction 
(which at that time formed the vanguard of 
reaction_in Europe), were hiding out in the 


- South and West of Germany behind Separa- 


tism and Federalism. When with the sup- 
pression of the labor forces the possibility of 
their victory had been removed, the Separa- 
tistic tendencies lost significance (toward the 
end of 1923) and Rupprecht’s chances dimin- 
ished accordingly. 

Today he feels his hour has returned. He 
hopes the world has forgotten that a certain 
Crown Prince Rupprecht of Bavaria stood high 
en the Allied list of war criminals after the 
first world war for having committed the 
worst crimes against the people of France and 
Belgium. He intends to use the justified 
hatred toward the murderous dictators in Ber- 
lin for his own personal ends and speculates 
that the desire of certain circles for “peace and 
order” will help him in establishing—upon 
the ruins of Hitlerism—a South German Mon- 
archy. Could it be that he counts on the — 
assistance of the American Army expected to 
eccupy Southern Germany? 

But this war would lose its meaning if Hit- 
ler’s place were to be filled by one of his early _ 
patrons. A reactionary, anti-Semitic, Soviet- 
baiting Prince can be no more acceptable to 
the Allies because he happens to enjoy the 
favor of the Vatican. And I daresay that the 
vast majority of Catholic workers and middle 
class people of Germany and a great part of 
the clergy have no desire to exchange the god- 
less Nazi parvenu for a three-quarter Nazi 
with an obsolete crown. 
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By RENZO BIANCHI 


“a apealal of fighting a second winter 
-in what was supposed to be the softest 
part of the “soft underbelly of Europe” has 
taised some belated doubts concerning the 
value of the Italian campaign. The subject has 
been approached with the hesitation that has 
largely characterized public discussion of all 
political matters on Italy. One statement, 
while throwing doubts on the necessity of 
fighting on the Arno when major armies are 
deciding things on the Rhine, nevertheless 
speaks of the taking of Rome as “politically 
necessary.” The killing of one’s friends on 
occasion has also been listed as “politically 
necessary.” It depends on the point of view. 
In the present case, as elsewhere, the corpse 
leaves a trail in the form of a question. Neces- 
‘sary for what? For whom? 


Once the Mediterranean was secured with 
possession of southern Italy and the islands, 
more elaborate explanation than simply the 
demands of military victory are needed to 
justify the Italian campaign. We shall rule 
out the incredible notion that this campaign, 
north of Naples and Foggia, was conducted in 
lieu of a front in France. The Russians could 
not be totally unaware of the realities of Ital- 
jan topography. Further, the recent English 
jump to Greece (also “politically necessary” ) 
could have been taken just as well last Spring. 
_ The threat of a link with Tito would have tied 

up at least as many German troops as were 
- engaged in Italy, not to mention the by- 
_ product of jitters to the then still loyal Balkan 
satellites. Russia would not have disapproved. 
_ The alternative cost theory of economics 
has applicability also in military science. Ac- 
cording to Lord Louis Montbatten, the cost of 
_ the effort at Anzio (the taking of Rome) was 
the Burma campaign. But no one, except pos- 
-sibly Col. Kernan and those desk strategists 
__who every day print box scores of the distance 
_ from the Italian front to Berlin, ever believed 
' that we were going to defeat the Germans by 
way of Italy. After the experience at Cassino, 
the utility of mechanized equipment in the 
Italian mountains should have become appat- 
ent to everyone. And beyond the Apennines 
lay the Alps. 
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? [Mr. Bianchi points to some embarrassing things m our Italian campaign, hie 
| _ while apparently in some ways a military blunder was probably unavoidable with 

the grand strategy of Roosevelt and Churchill, the Vatican's unpopularity necessitating 
repression of popular action im order to save that venerable institution. Our diser 
itable actions towards the Italian Partisans, reputedly among the best organized 
such groups in Europe, is such as to make decent people like Mr. Bianchi bitterly 
distrustful of the whole campaign.—the Editor ] 


The thought of the Pope as an ally on te 
part of our a-ideological policy makers may 
have had something to do with the decision to” 
take Rome. Too bad that the Pope behind 
our lines has been somewhat of a disappoint- 
ment. Aside from the Vatican’s continuing 
“neutrality,” implemented by congratulatory 
telegrams to Hitler, and the advocacy of a, 
negotiated peace, our noble efforts on behalf 
of the Holy See have hardly succeeded in in- 
fiuencing opinion in such Catholic areas | 
for instance, Argentina. But the suggestive 
point recently made by G. A. Borgese of the 
possibility of a mariage de convenance be- 
tween Atlantic financial. bourbonism and the. 
Vatican, with the latter underwriting a car-) 
telized Europe in exchange for the upholding) 
of clerical fascism cannot be lightly brushed’ 
aside. - y 


"policed 


So the taking of Rome was 
necessary”! 


Churchill told us early that it was necessary, 
to keep Italy from falling into “anarchy and) 
chaos.” To ensure this, during the forty days. 
which passed between the fall of Mussolini} 
on July 25, 1943, and the signing of the first’ 
Ttalian armistice on September 3, British, 
bombers engaged in repeated “saturation”: 
attacks on the large cities of northern “Italy. 
During this time, correspondents repeatedly, 
called attention to the fact that the original), 
four German divisions in Italy were being 
strengthened. Yet these bombers significantly,| 
reglected the alpine passes to Italy until Sep- 
tember 3, when 21 divisions had already been: 
brought in—enough Germans, that is, to keep 
Italy from falling into “anarchy and chaos’ - 
during the interim of Allied unpreparedness. 
Of course, the Germans had to be thrown rs 


later; for, should Germany suddenly collaps 
the northern Italians would very likely present 
the Western Tories with the fait accomp i of 
a truly democratic Italian republic. The Ger- 
mans also were interested in maintainin; 
order in Italy. Martial law was promp' 
clared and administered with Germa 
Oughness and efficiency. Affairs were 
stabilized until Allied preparedness 
permit the expulsion of the Germ 


Unfortunately, this political necessity 
as dictated by ends not compatible with the 
objectives for which we have been told the 
var is being fought. The recent discussion of 
historical monuments versus the lives of “our 
boys” was misleading. It should have been 


yes, taking Rome was politically eee . 


historical monuments amd human lives versus 


the power interests of black owns and silk 
hats, 

It is necessary to point out that the world 
has lost something. The monuments were its 
artistic heritage; the lives. were its bid for a 
brave new world. 


a BLOW BELOW THE BIBLE BELT 


by W. ELLIS DAVIES 


ROTESTANT REACTION is on the march 

with quickening pace. Throughout the 
United States concerted efforts are being made 
to seduce the Protestant clergy for clerical 
fascism. These efforts, backed by big money, 
are cleverly conceived, cunningly executed, 
growingly successful and pregnant with dis- 
) cae possibilities. 

_ The story of the Fifield group of Spiritual 
Mobitizers was told by James Luther Adams in 
the October issue of THE PROTESTANT. The 
cooperation of prominent Protestant clergy- 
‘Ben with the clerical program of “Pattern for 

ace” was exposed by Kenneth Leslie over a 
year ago. To these sinister movements must 
ow be added a program by which the reli- 
: gious leadership of the South is to be won 
Over to extreme reaction. 

k ‘On December 14th we received a pamphlet 
bearing the unwieldy title: “THE GERMAN 
MARXIAN ATHEISTIC 5TH COLUMN IN OUR 
AMERICAN PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND ITS BACK- 
ROUND. The pamphlet was written by the 
Rev. Maurice L. Bates, a Baptist minister of 
Georgetown, Kentucky. Mr. Bates, it appeared, 
ad been made chairman of the Kentucky 
Baptist Textbook Committee. He had initiated 
| drive to eliminate, in the South, teachers. 
and textbooks failing to conform to his ideas 
of religion and democracy. In this drive he 
: rad won the support of the representatives of 
a million Kentucky Baptists. 
‘The beliefs of Mr. Bates might be summar- 
ized as follows: At the base of all wickedness 
ig the theory of Evolution. Evolution leads in- 
éxorably to Atheism, and Atheism just as 
nexorably to Marxian Communism. The his- 

y of Communism’s growth can be traced to 

he eran Order of the Illuminati, organized 


1 


a ti inspired German Marxism of which Hit- 
is the most recent example. Hence the 
hing of Evolution and the Social Sciences 


leaders such as George S. Counts, Charles A. 
Beard, John Dewey, and Harold Rugg of 
Columbia’s Teacher’s College. He had obvi- 
ously achieved some not inconsequential suc- 
cess. I was. assigned to go to Kentucky and 
investigate. 

I went, first, to Louisville. Here I discovered 
that at the beginning of December Kentucky 
Baptists had launched a vigorous attack upon 
the teaching of Evolution in the schools. I 
talked with school-teachers who had obviously 
been shaken by the attack and who were suffi- 
ciently intimidated so that they did not dare 
express an opinion on the veracity of the evo- 
lutionary theory. As a result of the firm, intelli- 
gent stand of the influential Louisville Courier 
Jozrnal it was finally decided that the teaching 
of the theory would not be eliminated. But it | 
would be taught as hypothesis, not fact, and 
should be condemned as an inducement to 
Atheism. 

I talked with goodly numbers of Kentucki- 
ans on ttains and found them almost unani- 
mously of the opinion that it was all right to 
mention Evolution as long as you were against 
it. Everybody was conscious of the controversy 
over Evolution; most associated Evolution with 
Communism; some, mark this! had never even 
heard of Fascism! The word was a stranger to 
them. 

I went to Georgetown and visited Mr. Bates. 
Conscious of what he appeared to feel was a 
Messianic Mission, he talked freely about him- 
self and his work. At the behest of the Lord 
he had given up a good job with the National 
Republic magazine and come to Kentucky. He 
had done so unwillingly at first, but the Lord 
had known best because the results he had so 


' far achieved were so far-reaching. 


I questioned him at length upon his asso- 
ciation with the National Republic. There is 
not a more reactionary magazine in the coun- 
try. He showed me the December issue. One 
article passionately pleaded “Let's Keep the 
Dies Committee.” (While I was talking with 
Mr. Bates, Congress was doing it!) Page after 
page was filled with various forms of red- 
baiting, labor-baiting and Roosevelt-hating. 
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Mr. Bates told me how he had helped the 
National Republic gain its large circulation. 
He would go, he said, to a community and get 
the endorsements of its leading figures such 
as the Mayor, Police Chief, Sheriff. He would 

then seek out the wealthiest members of the 
community, look them up in Dunn and Brad- 
street to get an estimate of how much they 
could give, and persuade them to subsidize 
the circulation of the magazine among school 
teachers and ministers. I remembered having 
received the National Republic for a year 
when I was a minister in Wollaston, Mass., 
and had never understood how I came to get 
it. | was glad to learn how it had been done. 


Now that he had acquired such popularity 
amongst Kentucky Baptists he had an ambi- 
tious plan for a still further extension of his 

doctrines. He intended, he said, to get the 
leading Baptist ministers of Kentucky to en- 
dorse the National Republic, and request its 
editors to send it to every Baptist minister in 
Kentucky on the ground that they were in- 
sufficiently paid to subscribe in their own 
behalf. I asked him if he thought he could get 
such an endorsement. Oh, yes! He was sure of 
it. He had already persuaded them to endorse 
his pamphlet which, published in December, 
contained material absolutely identical with 
some of the material in the December issue of 
the National Republic. For example, on the 
back cover of the National Republic is a 
lengthy quotation from Churchill’s Great 
Contemporaries entitled “The Menace of 
Communism.” The same quotation appears in 
full on page twelve of Mr. Bates’ pamphlet. 
Undoubtedly, the men who had endorsed the 
pamphlet would endorse the plan for subsidiz- 
ing the circulation of the magazine among the 
Kentucky Baptists. In addition to this, he was 
sure of the support of the Western Recorder, 
the most influential Baptist paper in Kentucky. 
Already he had placed many of his articles in 
the Western Recorder, and he had the most 
friendly understanding with its editor. 


Having established the fact that Mr. Bates 
was being very successful in promoting the 
interests of the National Republic in Ken- 
tucky, I asked him how the program was being 
financed. I was particularly keen to know who 
paid for the printing and circulation of his 
pamphlet. No! He had received no financial 
aid from any Kentucky Baptist source. The 
Baptist convention had appropriated $250 for 

the work of the Textbook Committee, and this 
was being used to get the Committee’s mate- 
tial in the county papers. In each county a 
minister had been appointed to promote pub- 
licity in his county’s paper. But the pamphlet! 
_ This was no $250 job. This had cost a much 
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more substantial sum. And, ir. Bates ave 
he had paid for it himself. PO na 


I suggested that, if it would be necessary for 
Mr. Bates to underwrite his own work, there ~ 
could not be much basis for his hope that 
Kentucky would be the beginning of a move- - 
ment calculated ultimately to embrace the 
whole south. Whereupon he assured me that — 
funds would be forthcoming. He was sure of 
it. The Lord would provide. The Lord would — 
see to it that this mission against godlessness — 
would not go unsupported. 4 


As I rose to go I referred Mr. Bates to the 
quotation on page eight of his pamphlet: 
“The following statement is quoted with the 
secret papers of the World Atheistic Move- 
ment. ‘The intellectuals pride themselves on 
their knowledge and, without verifying it logi- 
cally, apply in action all the scientific informa- 
tion which has been compiled by our agents 
for the purpose of directing the education of © 
their minds along lines that suit our needs... 
do not think that these statements are empty 
words. Note the success we have achieved in. 
Darwinism, Marxism and Nietscheism. The 
demoralizing effect of these doctrines upon - 
the minds of the people is evident to us.’ (My 
emphasis—M.L.B. ).” 

I asked what these secret papers were, and - 
if I could see them. This was his amazing re- ‘ 
ply: “I believe that is taken from the Protocols 
of Zion but there is too much controversy 
about them to mention that at this time.” 


One of the means by which the National 
Republic had given its violently reactionary | 
program an air of respectability was the avoid- 
ance of those anti-Semitic attitudes which 
characterize the lunatic fringe. Mr. Bates was 
exactly on the National Republic’s line. He : 
had discussed all aspects of Fascism without | 
mentioning the Jews. This was quite unusual. | 
Now I had the reason. To mention the Jews ‘ 
“at this time” is not convenient. j 


The forces of reaction are powerful and 
smart. They are abundantly financed. They . 
have a plan for the South. We have learned of ; 
that plan at its inception. And having learned, - 
we have a plan, too. The Baptist ministers of | 
Kentucky are not native Fascists. They are 
members of one of the most democratic reli- 
gious organizations in the country. They would ' 
not knowingly permit themselves to be tools 
of native Fascist forces. They will do much: 
and go far in the name of righteousness. We 
do not believe they will be seduced for Fas- 
cism im the name of righteousness if they are 
informed of the scheme which is calculated 1 
embrace them. We are inva position to infc 11 
them, pea 


ATICAN IN THE RIO DE LA. PLATA 


4 ANDREW GORDON 


HE PROTESTANT prints on its cover as a 
1 motto: “In defense of democratic free re- 
ligion we fight concentrated political power in 
religious establishments. . . . In defense of 
free economy we fight concentrated private 
economic power.” I assume that this motto 
includes a fight against concentrated economic 
power in religious establishments too. Some 
recent inquiries into the politico-economic un- 
derground of the Rio de la Plata brought un- 
impeachable proof to the effect that: 


1. The Vatican, the Falange and the Axis 
not only worked in the past, but continue 
working hand in hand, at least as far as the 
Rio de la Plata, the field of my reseatch—con- 
sidered by many observers as the key area of 
Latin-America—is concerned. 


E 2. The cooperation of this “Unholy Trinity” 
encompasses the economic field to the extent 
that financial establishments controlled by the 
Vatican play a leading part in the transfer of 
Nazi fortunes from Europe. 


: 3. Some sectors of the Catholic Church, 
mainly the Holy See herself and the Jesuits, 
control a number of very important financial 
and industrial establishments throughout the 
Rio de la Plata and other areas of Latin- 
America. In this respect I would even ven- 
ture a more daring statement: it is next to 
impossible not to hit upon Vatican or. Jesuit 
interests whenever one is engaged in the 
Study of the intricacies of economics and 
litics in this key-area. 
Part of this cooperation was indicated in 
pe January, 1945, issue of THE PROTESTANT 
a report which stated: “the Banco Francés- 
petisno de la America del Sur is seen as one 
f the main agents for the Nazis in Argentina. 
The French share is an insignificant 12 per 
Feet. More than 40 per cent is owned by 
the Vatican. The remainder is controlled by 
Italian Fascists. The bank specializes in finan- 
cial transactions with Italy and Switzerland. 
Its total of transfer operations of doubtful 
origin greatly surpasses its normal volume of 
business and is calculated at 6,000,000,000 
tgentine pesos ($1,500,000,000).” 


cus on the CHADE 


However, this report omitted one of the 
ost important sections of the dispatch from 
fhich it was taken. The omitted section 
eads: 

“Other key figures aiding the Nazis are 

as Ventosa Calvet and Francisco Assis de 
Catalonia’s leading financiers. Along 


bo, 
with the Duke of Alba, Spanish Ambassador 


* 


to England, Ventosa and Cambo make up the 
administrative council of the CHADE (Com- 
pania Hispano Americana de Electricidad) 
which has a branch in Buenos-Aires. Ventosa 
is a friend of Hjalmar Schacht, former Reichs- 
bank president, and has been seen with him 
frequently during the last two years in Berne 
and Mentreux. 


“The Duke of Alba recently obtained a 
pernrit for Ventosa to enter England on the 
pretext that he was working to restore the 
Spanish monarchy. About two months ago, 
Ventosa and Cambo arrived by airplane in 
Buenos-Aires and settled there. They were 
accompanied by their secretary and confidant 
Rafael Vehila, also. a Catalan. Vehila poses 
as an economist and, by travelling as a_lec- 
turer on postwar reconstruction, carries out 
secret missions.” 


This story is full of very grave assertions; 
nevertheless, so far as this correspondent | 
knows, no denial, official or unofficial, was 
forthcoming. The following additional infor- . 
mation shows why. 


The CHADE, the GOU and the Jesuits 


The CHADE is one of the most ill-famed 
public utility enterprises in Argentina. It was 
formed in Spain in the late twenties. As far 
as its Argentine branch is concerned, let us 
simply point out that during the Presidency 
of the late Dr. Ramén Castillo, the CHADE 
bribed a number of Radical and Conservative 
members of the Municipal Council of Buenos- 
Aires and had its concession for public illumi- 
nation extended long before the existing con- 
tract expired. The affair came to the daylight 
and was discussed in the Argentine Parlia- 
ment where the Socialists took it up. The 
scandal was too big to be suppressed. There- 
fore, the Fascist demagogues of the GOU 
(Argentina’s “Colonels’ Lodge”) attempted to 
capitalize on it, asserting that “affairs” like 
that of the CHADE fully justified the Army’s 
intervention on June 4, 1943, in order to 
free Argentina forever of such hotbeds of 
corruption. 


The Radicals and Conservatives involved 
happened to belong to the political adversaries 
of the GOU; therefore, an investigation was 
started and sold to the Argentine public with 
as much hullabaloo as modern propaganda 
methods can make. Then, suddenly, silence set 
in. . .'. What happened? The Investigation 
Committee included some technical experts 
who could not be bought. (I deliberately © 
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omit names.... ) Some of the investigators 

were not satisfied by merely discovering the 
petty criminals; they were eager to get at the 

real wirepullers. And it was then that the 

investigation was suddenly stopped. It had 

been found out that the main shareholders are 
the Jesuit Fathers Company. Now the Jesuits 
and the GOU are too close friends to hurt 
each other in an inconsiderate way. 


So-called transactions with the dividends of 
the CHADE, paid in devaluated Spanish pese- 
tas to the shareholders, instead of Argentine 
pesos convertible into gold—the considerable 
difference being pocketed by a gang of Span- 
ish and Argentine officers—is another chapter 
on which the gentlemen of the CHADE, the 
Jesuits and their friends, Argentina’s Fascist 
officers, prefer to maintain silence. 


Despite the denunciation of the deals be- 
tween the executives of the CHADE and Ger- 
man high finance, the gentlemen of the 
CHADE busily continue their trips between 
Buenos-Aires, London and Madrid. On No- 
vember 15, the United Press cabled the fol- 
lowing news item from London: “Don Juan 
Ventosa Calvet arrived in London. His trip 
is reported to be of a private character. Not- 
_ withstanding, a mouthpiece of the Spanish 
Republicans pointed out that Ventosa’s pres- 
ence ought to be linked to attempts to restore 
the Spanish monarchy. Ventosa saw Salvador 
Madariaga, former Spanish Ambassador in 
Washington. . . . Madariaga used to be con- 
sidered as the adviser of Juan de Bourbon, 
one of the pretenders to the throne of Spain. 
. . . Ventosa is one of the key executives of 
the CHADE. .. .” 


To cast a final light on the activities of 
Senor Ventosa, a confidant of the GOU, the 
_ Jesuits and the Spanish Falangists, let us tran- 
scribe a brief note on a powerful international 
- holding company called SOFINA: 


“SOFINA: powerful financial and industrial 
trust founded in Bruxelles in 1898 by Ger- 
man and Belgian capital, such as the ‘Ges- 
fiirel’ (Gesselschaft fiir Electrizitit — Com- 
pany for Electrical Undertakings), Dresdner 
Bank and ‘Crédit de Liége” SOFINA. has 
financial interests throughout the world. It 
controls: CHADE, Compania de Electricidad 
de Rosario, Compania General de Tranvias 
de Buenos-Aires (Anglo-Argentine); textile 
plants; is linked to General Electric, etc. It is 
estimated that its assets amount to 1,968 mil- 
lion Belgian francs and the funds of its banks 
to 680 million Belgian francs... .” (Source: 
Diccionario de la Actualidad, by Cordova 
Iturburu, Coleccién Oro de Cultura General, 


No. 53-54, Editorial Atlantida, Buenos- 
Aires. ) ; 
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‘Banco Francés Italiano, which operated 


The Vatican’s share in the Banec 
Italiano is no surprise to anybody who foll 
the twists and turns of Vatican policy. Some 
observers even believe that the frequently out- 
spoken pro-Fascist policy of the Vatican is due 
not only to ideological considerations, but also 
to its close links with international Fascist 
high finance. What are these links? 


An extraordinarily well informed source 
disclosed to this correspondent that after the” 
agreement between Mussolini and the Holy ~ 
See (the so-called Lateran agreement) a very 
large sum was paid in cash to the Vatican's 
treasury. This was, according to my source, 
then handled by a separate organism called 
“The Administration of the Foreign Assets of 
the Vatican” and invested throughout the 
world. Thus the Holy See acquired impor-” 
tant financial and industrial interests in Eu-— 
rope, mainly in Germany, Hungary, Spain, 
Switzerland, France. As far as France is con-— 
cerned, 33 per cent of the shares of the 
Worms banking house—whose general man- | 
ager has been arrested because of coilabora- 
tion with the Nazis and of which the executed | 
traitor Pucheu was a director—is owned by 
the Vatican. 4 


In Latin America the Vatican is reported 
to control the Compamia Italo-Argentina de 
Electricidad, with its administrative center in 
Buenos-Aires and with an important branch 
in. Paraguay which holds the “de facto” con-| 
trol of public illumination in that Republic. 
The Paraguayan branch is called: CALT 
(Compania Americana de Luz y Traccion). 
It has branches in Peru and in Switzerland. 
Against the monopolistic, exploiting activities 
of the CALT, the Liberal Party of Paraguay 
waged several campaigns. @ 

It is no wonder that—linked by its finan- 
cial and industrial interests to such anti- 
popular governments as the Morinigo dictator- 
ship in Paraguay and the GOU in Argentina. 
—the Vatican preferred to keep silent about 
the charges raised against the Banco Francés” 
Italiano. Who knows what startling disclos- 
ures would be made if public attention were 
to be focussed on the transactions of the 
Vatican? hy cae 


URW ogee ~ ae. 
Further investigation disclosed new and sig- 
nificant details of the transactions of the 


through a real network of European banks in 
Berne, Madrid, Marseilles, etc. But things did. 
not even stop there. The now hard-pressed) 
directors of the bank disclosed that the fol- 
lowing Argentine-Italian firms partic 
under the protection of the Vatican’ 
tine bank, in the transfer of Nazi 
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Novalda, Ferdinando Grandi, Olivetti Argen- 
tina, Tabachi Italiani, Italoptica, Italcable. The 
-Buenos-Aires Branches of the Banca Commer- 
ciale Italiana and of the “Banque de Paris et 
des Pays Bas” also cooperated. 

_ What has happened is that the directors 
of the bank, who move heaven and earth 
to be taken off the United Nations’ blacklist, 
adopted the desperate tactic of disclosing 
every detail referring to the participation of 
the Vatican in the hope of pealyEns further 
investigation. 


The Church in Politics 


Finally, here are some brief notes on the 
political line of the Catholic Church in the 
Rio de la Plata. 


_ Characteristic of the attempts to disdsso- 
Ciate itself from the declining might of Nazi- 
‘fascism is the following statement of the 
Accién Catélica in Argentina, reprinted in the 
October issue of Voz Radical (Radical Voice), 
‘clandestine organ of Argentina’s anti-Nazi 
‘Radicals: 


“Together with the Catholic Church, we 
‘condema Liberalism which led the people to 
‘the abyss and to anarchy due to the abuse of 
liberty which it tolerated. We condemn So- 
‘ialism and Communism which are the nega- 
po. of the dogmatics and morals of Chris- 
tianity. We also condemn totalitarianism in 
‘all its forms because it offends human dignity, 
pene man of this essential divine gift. 

e also condemn the materialistic racial doc- 
lerines which are the negation of all spiritual 
‘order.” Commented La Voz Radical: “But 
‘what about the Catholic daily E) Pueblo (The 
People), okayed by the Buenos-Aires diocese, 
which continues to protect in its columns the 
pects of native and foreign Fascism? Ap- 
‘parently our gracious Catholics of the Accion 
‘Catdlica continue to endorse in reality Perdn 
and the Jesuit Sepich. Any proofs wanted? 
Here you have it. ‘Democracy and Liberalism 
are antiquated concepts. The German, Italian 
‘and Spanish revolutions are parts of the same 
general movement of the civilized masses 
throughout the world against the hypocrisy of 
the old systems.’ The daily E/ Pueblo, official 
mouthpiece of the Accién Catdlica Argentine, 
vidently aspires to form part of the same 
‘system. Dura lex, sed lex.” 


In an editorial, of November 8, entitled 
“What We Already Have Before Our Eyes,” 

El Pueblo relieves itself of its pathologic 
hatred of everything that smells like progress 
by attacking the Soviet Union with unusual 
violence. While painting a somber picture of 
situation in Europe—in which of course 
orez figures as a “deserteur,” Benes as a 


tunes from Europe: Fiat. Argentina, Nebiolo, 
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Russian tool, in which the “plot organized 
against Franco” is mentioned, E/ Pueblo. ven- 


turés the following statements: “As far as 
Europe is concerned, Spain and Portugal are 
the only great Catholic nations which did not 
succumb to the trend of events which oc- 
curred since 1939. ... If the rest of the Old 
World were to be condemned to an interreg- 
num of the sinister forces, the last bulwark 

of Continental Civilization would be the Iber- _ 
ian Peninsula, providentially saved from Com- 
munism for a generation.” 


Brazil Too 


In Brazil, the pages of Brazil-Portugal are 
packed with libel and attacks against the 
Soviet Union in which frequent reference is 
made to Mexico as the Latin-American center 
of the Soviet conspiracy against the Western 
Hemisphere. Long series of articles are pub- 
lished, with titles like: “In Russia slavery pre- 
vails, in Brazil: freedom!” (One such article 
was written by the director of Braszl-Portugal, 
Viristo Dornelles Vargas, brother of President 
Vargas.) This daily used to give great pub- 
licity to forged anti-Communist documents. 
Outstanding among Brazil’s pro-Fascist Cath- 
olic dignitaries is Father Olimpio de Mello, 
whose house became kind of a meeting place 
for Brazil’s Cliveden set. The activities of 
Father Edgar de Aquino Rocha, a member of 
the Order of Salisians and former secretary to 
Integralista chieftain Plinio Salgado — exiled 
in Portugal—have been denounced recently. 
This “padre” is the director of the Salisian 
college of Bage, in the state of Rio Grande do 
Sul, and is considered to be one of the highest 
ranking Integralistas within their illegal or- 
ganization. The father distributed question- — 
naires to his pupils and to their parents fos- 
tering racial discrimination against Jews and 
Negroes. 


As a Dominican Father Said 


This correspondent could prepare long 
pages packed with material on the activities 
of the reactionary — and, unfortunately, pre- 
ponderant—sector of the Catholic Church in 
the Rio de la Plata, all of which fully bear out - 
the conclusion reached by Owen Roche in the 
July-August issue of THE PROTESTANT about 
the extreme danger of Church-fascism in 
Latin America. 


The state of affairs afflicts honest Catholics 


to such an extent that Dominican Father 
Joseph Vicent Ducatillon, after a short so- 
journ in Argentina, was quoted as saying, “I 
am afraid that if I am going -to stay three 
months more in Argentina, I will go anti- 
clerical. . 
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knows and-wills the Christian ethic. His 
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So 


THE GREAT RELIGIOUS FACT 


THE SovIET SPIRIT, by Harry F, Ward, International Publishers, New York, 160 pp.; | 
$1.75 (Publication date: January 22, 1945). - 


Hete is the real basis for the unity of demo- 
ctatic and religious people with the Soviet 
Union in war and peace. 

Dr. Ward is no mean practitioner of the 
scientific method in social analysis. He also 


conclusions about the nature of the Soviet 
spirit are based upon a wealth of contempo- 
rary facts reinforced by the findings of his 
study of Soviet incentives during visits to the 


USSR. in 1924 and 1931. This combination 


y 
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gives-his conclusions an authority which the 
public can trust when faced with the contra- 
_ dictory opinions of those churchmen and jug- 
glers of ignorance who picture the Soviet 
spirit as anti-religious and anti-democratic. 


The unity of the religious person with the 

people of the Soviet Union is not dependent 
upon the state of the churches in that land. 
It is dependent upon the spirit which ani- 
mates Soviet society. 
_ The great religious fact is that in the 
USS.R., for the first time in the history of 
nations, the incentive of mutual aid has taken 
precedence over self-interest in the daily lives 
of millions. Harry Ward shows how this 
synthesis of the common good and self-inter- 
est Operates and how it has been achieved. 
He concludes correctly that the extent to 
which the anti-social tendency of man is 
~actually being kept in the subordinate posi- 
tion in the Soviet Union “constitutes an his- 
toric phenomenon of the first importance.” 


In his opinion the most important shift in 


incentives is “the transfer of the tremendous 

power of common judgment and public opin- 

ion from money-making to socially useful la- 
bor. The resultant change in the psychological 
atmosphere is one of the things that causes 
the visitor to realize that he is in a new 
world.” 

This synthesis has been accomplished by a 
system of thorough-going social ownership, 
control and planning of the economy “which 
makes it true that when a man works for 
others he is also working for himself.” Ac- 
companying these basic .economic changes 
there has been a continuous education to 
develop the consciousness of ownership among 

_ the people and the socializing of such eco- 
nomic virtues as industriousness, thrift and 
honesty. 
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The promotion of such virtues plus the use 
of payment by results as a stimulus to pro- 
duction has given some observers the impres- © 
sion that the Soviet Union is turning towards 
capitalism. Dr. Ward can offer no comfort to 
the wishful thinking of such observers. 


The participation of the millions in eco- 
nomic planning and administration, and the 
widespread initiative of the people, give the) 
lie to those “who describe the Soviet Union 
as a,regimented police state with Stalin as its 
dictator.” The U.S.S.R. is demonstrating in” 
its economic management that democracy ist 


the people governing themselves. ei 

The “miracle” of Soviet unity in the war 
not the result of some mystical love of the 
Russian soil or a fighting tradition. The Sovie 
people have created a community, by thei 
method of working together, in which ea 
has the consciousness of owning and belong 
ing to something he has helped to create. The} 
fight not merely for what they have created 
in the past but also “for what they know can” 
be achieved in the future by their way 0 
life.” And this “fuller freedom and equali 
the Soviet people seek for themselves the 
also desire all.other peoples to gain, each i 
his own way according to the historic back- 
ground.” = 


The future which pulls them is one wh 
calls for the extension, not the destruction © 
democracy. Since both victory and peace 
pend upon the collaboration of the Soviet} 
Union and the western democracies, it is im- 
perative that we understand this. 


“To put this democratic view of the fu 
of man in the same category as fascism is 0 
of the biggest of those big lies which Hi 
has taught the reactionaries of every land 
tell. That many intellectuals have helped 
spread this lie reveals that they have ces 
to seek the truth and have thereby exclu 
themselves from the making of the fut re f 
The fact is that the Soviet Union is the only; 
one of the democracies whose people knox 
that when the enemy without is destro 
they do not have to take time out from b 
ing the future to defeat the fascists within. } 

Harry Ward has written a fighting sequel te 
his great book In Place of Profit. 
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